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A grateful client has recently left her attorney, a mem- 
ber of the New York Bar, something like $14,000. This is 
an example that clients should be encouraged to emulate. 





























The three instances in which uniformity of legislation is 
most needed throughout the United States are in respect to 
the laws governing corporations, divorce and labor. Upon 
these questions State laws should be as nearly alike as 
possible. 





Attorneys practicing within the limits of Greater New 
York are referred to our news column of legal matters oc- 
curring in that place. We shall be pleased to receive items 
for insertion in this column. 





Beginning with the present number, we shall publish 
each month a correspondeng’s column and shall be happy 
to receive from attorneys any communication respecting 
matters of general interest to the profession. There are 
several subjects upon which we would like very much to 
have the opinion of the bar at large. Considerable criti- 
cism, both adverse and favorable, has been made respect- 
ing the stand taken in our last number upon the abolition 
of capital punishment and the proposed biennial sessions 
act. While we must most emphatically give our adher- 
ence to the views therein expressed, it is our desire to be 
perfectly fair in the matter, both cases being such that 
much may be said upon either side of the question, and 
hence will be happy to extend a certain amount of space 
each issue to a discussion of these and other leading is- 

sues in the legal world. 





. Such of our readers as may intend taking up the prac- 
tice of law in Puerto Rico may be interested in learning 
that the War Department has found it advisable to re- 
quire that all American lawyers desiring to practice before 
the courts of that island should pass the examinations 
and comply with the requirements of the Spanish laws 
governing admission of attorneys before the insular 
courts. The Commanding General in the island has been 
instructed to enforce such regulations in the matter along 

- the lines indicated as may be necessary. 





For an impgrtant decision upon a much mooted point 
of corporation law we refer to the case of Munson v. The 
Genesee Iron and Brass Works, reported in this num- 





New York Supreme Court, and which holds that Section 
48 of the Stock Corporation Law, which forbids any offi- 
cer, director or stockholder from making any transfer or 
assignment in contemplation of insolvency, may be in- — 
voked by one who has obtained judgment in an action 
to recover damages for personal injuries, subsequent to 
the making of the assignment in question. The case 
seems to have followed the decision of Marstaller v. Mills 
(143 N. Y. 398), and the law upon the question may now 
be regarded as pretty well settled. 





No better example of paternalism could probably be 
imagined than an act recently passed by the Kansas Sen- 
ate limiting the price of a shave to ten cents, of cutting 
hair to twenty-five cents, and of dyeing whiskers to fifty 
cents. Another excellent instance of the habit of Legis- 
latures to act as the business guardian of the people at 
large is found in the fact that Virginia, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts and Vermont have passed laws during the past 
year prohibiting trading stamps. The Governor vetoed 
a similar law passed by the New Jersey Legislature. 





Lloyd’s underwriters are taking up a new line of 
policies. An appellant, or respondent, can now insure 
against an adverse determination, the rate of premium 
depending upon the legal reputation of the Judge whose 
decision is questioned, and is based upon information 
supplied by leading practitioners. The premium is said 
to vary from go per cent. in the case of a certain Judge 
appointed for political reasons, to 10 per cent. in the case 


of Chief Justice Russell, who has the smallest number of 
reversals. 





Some interesting testimony has been given before the 
Nebraska Legislative Committee appointed to investigate 
charges of nepotism in the Supreme Court. One Justice, 
it was shown, has employed his wife as an assistant, pay- 
ing her a salary of $1,000 per annum. Another appoint- 
ed his son-in-law, and when the latter resigned to engage 
in active practice, his daughter was given her husband’s 
place. Another Judge testified that upon assuming office 
it had been his intention to employ some competent 
young lawyer as assistant, but not finding one to his 
liking, he had given the place to his wife’s sister. 

The Judicial system of Nebraska seems to have been 
somewhat in the nature of a close corporation. 





A rate war is being merrily waged in Chicago be- 
tween the Security Title and Trust Company and the 
Title Guarantee and Trust Company. It seems to have 
begun on April 13 when the directors of the Security 
Company met and reduced their tariff rates on all busi- 
ness 25 per cent. The directors of the second company 
at once cut rates 50 per cent., and ordered the following 
notice sent out: 

“The Title Guarantee and Trust Company will allow 
a discount of 50 per cent. on all bills for abstracts of title, 
both ante-fire and post-fire, and for title guarantee policies 
ordered after this date, provided payment for the same 
is made on or before the 15th of the month following such 
order. The party paying the bill is the only party the 
company can recognize as entitled to this discount.” 

It is claimed that secret cutting his been going on for 
some time past. Inasmuch as the various title searching 
companies have taken what is practically all that busi- 
ness out of the hands of attorneys, the legal profession can 
afford to look upon the warfare that is being waged with 








ber, recently decided by the Appellate Division of the 








a feeling not far removed from amusement. 
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THE PROPOSED COMPETITIVE STOCK CORPOR- 
ATIONS LAW. 





We published in the April number an ably written paper 
by Prof. Charles F. Bostwick, treating of “Legislative 
Competition for Corporate Capital,” in which the author 
urged the removal of the many deterrents toincorporation 
in New York State and the abandonment of the obstruc- 
tionist policy heretofore adopted by the Legislature. It 
is interesting to note in this connection a recent act in- 
troduced in the Assembly by Mr. Mangin, which has been 
read once and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
entitled “An act in relation to competitive stock cor- 
porations, constituting chapter forty-one of the General 
Laws.” Want of space would, of course, forbid a 
lengthy consideration of its various provisions. We note, 
however, two facts in particular. Section 7 provides that 
“no corporation formed under this chapter shall issue 
stock except for money. No such stock shail be issued 
for less than its par value. No such corporation shall is- 
sue its stock in exchange for the stocks, bonds or other 
evidences of indebtedness of any corporation, domestic or 
foreign.” This, of course, absolutely forbids the issuance 
of stock in exchange for property, and here we scarcely 
think that a desirable improvement is secured, as the 
holder of valuable patent rights or other property which 
the corporation desires to secure should be entitled to ob- 
tain his shares upon a transfer to the company of a just 
consideration therefor, whether such consideration con- 
sists of money or not. Of course, the same results can 
be reached in a roundabout way by means of a third 
party. A can sell his property to B for the price of his 
shares of stock, B can sell the property to the corpora- 
tion for the amount which he paid, and A can then pay 
cash for the stock, and thus the corporation becomes the 
owner of the property and A of the shares, but still we 
see no reason why the transaction could not properly be 
permitted to be managed directly. 

The second half of the section is evidently a concession 
to the anti-trust element. 

The most important provisions, however, are to be 
found in section 23, exempting the corporations formed 
under the chapter from all organization tax and all for- 
eign corporations formed under laws similar to the pres- 
ent from all license tax. 

Section 24 enacts that “corporations formed under laws 
similar to this chapter shall be exempt from the payment 
of the franchise tax on corporations prescribed by sec- 
tions one hundred and eighty-two and one hundred and 
eighty-six of the tax law, and the personal property of 
every such corporation shall be exempt from assessment 
and taxation upon its personal property for State pur- 
poses.” 

While we think that the enactment of a graduated State 
tax would have been fairer in many respects than the total 
abolition of all taxation, yet the proposed act is a distinct 
step in advance. For years the New York Legislature 
has devoted its energies to harassing corporations, and 
has diverted to neighboring States vast aggregations. of 
capital that would otherwise have incorporated under 
home laws. It is to be hoped that it will in the present 
instance reverse what unhappily appears to be its tradi- 
tional policy and vote the adoption of the proposed meas- 
ures which will serve as a wedge only for greater reform. 

In talking over the bill with several corporation attor- 
neys, we find that some misunderstanding seems to exist, 
and it may be well to add that it is not intended as a sub- 
stitute for the present law, but as an entirely new act, op- 
tional and merely affording a new method of incorpora- 
tion, to which the law will annex certain special features. 








It is also to be observed that any personal liability on the 
part of a stockholder finds no place in the proposed act. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY ACT AND THE POSI- 
TION OF DEBTOR AND CREDITOR 
BEFORE THE LAW. 





The new bankruptcy law passed on July 1 of last year 
has now been in practical operation nearly six months, as 
it was not until November that the Supreme Court issued 
rules for the District Courts. Even then no decision oi 
importance appears to have been made before the middle 
of January last. While the act is too recent to permit of 
much observation as to its utility, one thing strikes us 
rather unfavorably, namely, the ease with which the 
debtor can go absolutely free from all claims against him. 
Under the former act he could not obtain a release in the 
absence of the consent of a majority of his creditors, or 
unless he was able to pay fifty per cent. of his liabilities. 
By the terms of the present law, the debtor against whom 
no actual fraud can be proved, may be discharged, though 
not one cent of his obligations is paid. 

This enables a debtor to say to his creditor: “Take 
ten per cent. of your claim and give me a release, or I’! 
go into bankruptcy; and my debts are so large that you 
will not get anything.” Several instances have been 
lately brought to our attention where the law is being 
used as a means of driving recalcitrant creditors into 
ruinous submission and of enabling the debtor to start the 
world afresh after a settlement which he has extorted 
upon a basis of ten or fifteen per cent. 

Whether in the end this will not prove a severe blow 
to credit remains to be seen. One who realizes that 
claims are hanging over him which will remain in exist- 
ence throughout his life and attach to his estate after his 
death, is certainly far more likely to settle with his cred- 
itors than one who knows that by a legal hocus-pocus he 
may at a nominal cost be exempted from everything he 
has ever owned “from the beginning of the world to the 
date of these presents.” Modern law seems to 
lean more and more towards the debtor. Legislatures 
and courts appear to almost vie with each other in throw- 
ing obstacles in the way of collecting a claim. Take, for 
instance, examination in supplementary proceedings as 
provided by the New York Code. From what we are able 
to see of the law as actually administered by the courts, 
a debtor may, with perfect impunity, defy the order.of the 
Court and fail to attend at the time and place specified 
for examination. A motion to punish for contempt is 
next made, and this time the debtor usually appears. As 
a general rule attorneys, knowing the absolute uselessness 
of trying to secure a conviction for what is a contempt 
of court of the most flagrant kind, simply drop the con- 
tempt proceedings and go on with the examination. If, 
however, the judgment creditor’s attorney is so ill-advised 
as to proceed with his motion, the following colloquy 
usually occurs: 

Counsel for judgment creditor (after reciting the 
facts): “And I now move that this man be adjudged guilty 
of contempt of court and punished accordingly.” 

His Honor (to the defendant, with a tone and bearing 
which would lead a spectator to imagine that a death 
sentence was being imposed): “Why didn’t you obey 
this order and appear here for examination?” 

The judgment debtor: (What he says must be rep- 
resented as an inarticulate mumble.) 

His Honor (in crescendo tones): “You seem an in- 
telligent man. You canread. You knew enough to obey 
the present contempt order. Why didn’t you appear in 
response to the Court’s previous direction?” 
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The judgment debtor: (more mumbling). 


His Honor (to counsel for the creditor): “Well, pro- 
ceed with the examination.” 

Here endeth the first, last and only lesson. Some day 
we hope to see a judgment debtor who has violated an 
order requiring him to appear for examination punished 
for contempt. 

An inspection of the records of the various County 
Clerks will reveal such a percentage of judgments un- 
satisfied as will serve to convince any one that a more 
stringent measure designed for the collecting of debts 
would not be amiss. Just what this can be we confess 
ourselves unable to state. Imprisonment for debt is 
odious, and, of course, not to be thought of. The subject 
is certainly much more worthy of serious attention than 
many of the petty matters which are considered yearly by 
the Legislature. 








THE SPLITTING UP OF A COUNTERCLAIM. 





Where a counterclaim is larger than the amount which 
plaintiff seeks to recover and the case is not one where 
affirmative judgment may be rendered against plaintiff, 
the defendant may split his counterclaim and utilize a por- 
tion to offset the claim of plaintiff and the other part as 
a separate cause of action or counterclaim in another suit 
between the same or different parties. Such was the de- 
cision recently rendered in the New York Supreme Court, 
Appellate Division, Second Department, in Gordon as 
admr. v. Van Cott et al. Here the defendant had set up a 
counterclaim which was larger than the amount that 
plaintiff sought to recover, but, the suit being by an ad- 
ministrator, it could only be availed of as a setoff to the 
extent of the plaintiff's claim. Judgment was simply 
given for defendant. In another suit the defendant inter- 
posed the residue of the claim. The question then to be 
decided was whether a defendant may split up the claim 
for services in this manner, utilize it in a City Court action 
to eliminate an equal amount of claim there, and then 
utilize the balance to partially eliminate a claim made 
in a Supreme Court suit. The Appellate Court holds that 
this is permissible: 

The Court disposed of the question in the following 
language: “A counter-claim, in most respects, is to be 
treated as an affirmative action on the part of the de- 
fendant. The rule is well settled that a party cannot split 
up an entire cause of action and maintain several actions, 
each for part of his demand. The recovery of one judg- 
ment bars his whole claim. There is some authority to 
the effect that the same rule applies to a counter-claim. 
It was so held by the late General Term of the First De- 
partment in Inslee v. Hampton (11 Hun, 156), and also 
by the Superior Court of New York in DeWolf v. Cran- 
dall (2 J. & S. 14). * * * In all the cases cited, 
however, the defendant might have had full relief by 
seeking a judgment in his own favor; and the question 
still remains whether the rule is applicable to cases where 
the defendant necessarily is confined to the use of his 
setoff or counter-claim to a defeat of the plaintiff’s de- 
mand, and is not permitted to obtain affirmative judg- 
ment. * * * If A, being of doubtful solvency, has a 
claim against B, which he transfers to C at a time when 
he is indebted to B in many times the amount of his 
own claim against B, why should B be compelled to 
either sacrifice the whole excess of indebtedness due from 
A to him, in case he interposes that indebtedness as a 
setoff in the suit of C, or to pay C in full and run the 
risk of recovering nothing from A on account of his in- 
solvent condition? * * * It seems to me that wherever 
the defendant cannot obtain affirmative judgment from 
the plaintiff, he has the right to split his setoff, and that 





this recovery in such an action only extinguishes his set- 
off to the amount of the plaintiff’s claim. This double suit 
on the same claim is not an anomaly in legal procedure. 
It certainly at one time obtained in England, and I think 
is still the practice. It was held in Hennell v. Fairlamb 
(3 Esp. 104) that where a party, in a previous action, had 
interposed a setoff for more than the plaintiff's claim and 
succeeded on that setoff, he might bring another action 
for the surplus. I think the same rule should apply in 
this case, and that the judgment should be reversed.” 


The foregoing decision is to be commended from a 
standpoint of logic, and certainly appeals to a sense of 
justice. To hold otherwise than the Court decided would 
be to deprive the owner of a valid and enforcible claim 
of all rights in a portion of it. When an action is brought 
against him he would be placed in the predicament of 
having to choose between having a judgment entered 
against him or losing that portion of his claim which hap- 
pens to exceed the amount for which plaintiff sues. It 
is, of course, very different when the case is one in which 
an affirmative judgment may be rendered against plaintiff, 
as it is the policy of the law to settle all disputes if pos- 
sible within the limits of one action and not to permit the 
breeding of suits which would inevitably follow a recog- 
nition of the right under all circumstances to split up a 
claim, but the case is vastly different where, like the 
present instance, the utmost use of defendant’s claim 
would be to cancel plaintiff’s cause of action. 








THE DEATH OF JUSTICE FIELD. 





Following close upon the decease of Lord Herschell 
came the news of the death on April 8 of Justice Stephen 
J. Field, formerly a member of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. With the passing away of Justice 
Field a long career of public usefulness comes to a close. 
Born in Haddam, Conn., Nov. 4, 1816, he was the son 
of David Dudley Field and brother of David Dudley, 
Cyrus W. and Henry M. Field, forming one of a quar- 
tette destined to become world famous. After traveling 
in the East he returned to this country and entered Wil- 
liams College, from which he graduated in 1837 at the 
head of his class. He was admitted to the New York Bar 
shortly afterwards and entered into partnership with his 
brother, David Dudley. In November, 1849, he sailed 
for San Francisco, and there entered upon active practice. 
His success was rapid. He was elected to the first State 
Legislature and made a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of that body. He subsequently became a Judge 
of the Supreme Court of California, and in 1859 he be- 
came Chief Justice, succeeding David S. Terry. In 1863 
President Lincoln appointed him Associate Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which position he 
held until his retirement in December, 1897, the longest 
term in the history of that tribunal. His most important 
decision was in all probability that of the famous test oath 
case, in which the “Iron-clad” oath was declared invalid. 
His dissenting opinions in the confiscation, legal tender, 
and New Orleans slaughter house cases attracted the 
widest attention. During his career as Justice of the 
Supreme Courts of the United States and of California 
he is said to have decided some 1,042 cases. He was a 
member of the Hayes-Tilden Electoral Commission in 
1877, and voted with the Democratic minority. In 1880 
he received 65 votes for the Presidential nomination at 
the Cincinnati Democratic Convention on the first ballot. 
In 1873 he was appointed by the Governor of the State 
of California one of the commission to examine the code 
of laws of that State. In 1866 Williams College con- 
ferred upon him the degree of LL. D., and in 1869 the 
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Regents of the University of California made him a pro- 
fessor of law in that institution. 

It is said that Justice Field never forgave President 
Cleveland for overlooking him when the Chief Justice- 
ship became vacant and appointing Mr. Fuller to the 
position. Thereafter Justice Field had no further com- 
munication with the occupant of the White House until 
the inauguration of President McKinley, whom he 


promptly gave an opportunity to appoint his successor on 
the bench. 








THE MAZET INVESTIGATION. 





The committee appointed by the New York Legis- 
lature to investigate municipal affairs in the city of New 
York has our best wishes in the work they are under- 
taking. Whether we believe that they will accomplish 
any permanent good is another question. The experience 
that New York has had with the last two official inquiries 
that were made (the Lexow and the Trust investigations) 
has not been conducive to the placing of much faith in 
these means of reformation. It is true that the police in- 
vestigation of a few years ago may have contributed not 
a little to the cause of municipal reform in the following 
election, and yet we understand that every one of the ac- 
cused officials was put back on the “force” before a year 
was over and a repentant public handed over all arrear- 
ages of pay with profuse apologies. Of course the munic- 
ipal government of New York City is rotten from pinna- 
‘le to foundation stone. Every citizen that is old and able 
enough to think is perfectly aware of that fact, and to re- 
peat it here is merely to repeat a wearisome platitude. But 
in the words of the immortal Tweed, “What are you 
going to do about it?” We, a community of supposedly 
free citizens, supposedly living in a republic, are bound, 
gagged and delivered over to the enemy. Our municipal 
government is at every election made the subject of traffic 
and barter between contending politicians. We are 

“Bought like a bullock, hoof and hide, 
By the little tin gods on the mountain side.” 


But when we come to consider the question, is the 
condition of affairs so bad after all when we compare it 
with that of other cities? Take London and Paris, for 
instance, where spectacles are constantly permitted that 
would outrage the conscience of even a member of the 
New York police. We have not the slightest desire to 
pose as an apologist for present conditions. They are 
bad enough to satisfy the most exacting, and if we only 
saw the slightest opportunity for a real reform movement 
that somehow didn’t (as in the present instance) create 
a vague impression that it was merely the result of a 
quarrel between the two rival potentates that govern the 
Empire State at the time this magazine goes to press, we 
would gladly join in and help. 

From a time when the memory of man runneth not to 
the contrary, political corruption hath existed. Until 
humanity changes and becomes something radically dif- 
ferent from what it is now, it will continue to exist. 


Who shall doubt the secret hid 
Under Cheops’ pyramid 
Was that the contractor did 

Cheops out of several millions? 
Or that Joseph’s sudden rise 
To Comptroller of Supplies 
Was a fraud of monstrous size 


On King Pharaoh’s swart Civilians? 
¥ * . 
As it was in the beginning, 
Is to-day official sinning, 
And shall be for evermore. 


AN ATTEMPT TO EXTEND THE DOCTRINE Of 
LAWRENCE VS. FOX. 

In the recent case of Embles vs. Hartford Steam 
Boiler Inspection and Insurance Company (decided 
March 22, 1899), the New York Court of Appeals con- 
sidered the question whether an employee occupied such 
a position as entitled him to bring suit to recover dam- 
ages for injuries caused by the explosion of a boiler, 
against one who had insured the master. By the terms 
of the policy the insurance extended to loss or damage 
to property of every kind resulting from an explosion or 
rupture of steam boilers; “also against loss of human life 
or injury to person, whether to the assured, to employees, 
or to any other person or persons, caused by such ex- 
plosion or rupture, payable to the assured for the benefit 
of the injured person or persons, or their legal represen- 
tatives in case of death, and not contingent upon the legal 
liability of the assured.” 

The action was based upon this clause on the theory 
that it was made absolutely for the benefit of the em- 
ployee or his legal representative, and not for the benefit 
of the employer. The Court, in denying that such was 
the case, observed that in order that such a theory might 
stand it must appear that when the contract was made 
some obligation or duty was owing from the promisee in 
the contract to the party to be benefited. It is not suf- 
ficient that the performance of the contract may benefit 
a third person. It must have been entered into for his 
benefit and the promisee must have a legal interest that 
it be performed in favor of the third person. 

Taking up the case of Lawrence vs. Fox, the Court 
cites with approval the language of Judge. Rapallo, in 
Garnsey v. Rogers, 47 N. Y. 233, where he observed that 
he did not understand that the case went so far as to hold 
that every promise made by one person to another, from 
the performance of which a third person would derive a 
benefit, gives a right of action to such third party, he 
being privy neither to the contract nor to the considera- 
tion, and in refusing to apply the doctrine in the present 
instance, Judge Gray, in delivering the opinion, used the 
following language: 

“Now what was there in the relation which Pro- 
vencha (the employee) sustained to the pulp company? 
It is not shown that he was in its employ when the 
policy was issued. The only obligation or duty, as be- 
tween them, consisted in such as grew out of the rela- 
tion of employer and employee, for any breach of which 
the law gave a right of action and which was, in fact, 
availed of by Provencha’s administratrix. Nor can it be 
said that the pulp company had any legal interest that 
the promise of the insurer should be performed in favor 
of Provencha; for, assuming that a legal interest could 
have arisen upon the happening of the injury, it certainly 
ceased upon the satisfaction by the pulp company of the 
claim made in the action brought by his administratrix.” 

The doctrine of this case is in all respects logical and 
much to be commended. The only doubt arises when 
we come to consider the language employed in the clos- 
ing portion. Whether the cause of action might have 
been sustained if a previous recovery had not been had 
against the employer the Court leaves in some doubt. It 
is very questionable, however, whether it would be so 
held in case the matter were presented squarely. ‘The 
doctrine of Lawrence v. Fox is exceedingly illogical, and 
the case has never been a favorite authority, and subse- 
quent decisions have tended to restrict it more and more 
to the actual facts involved. A mere incidental benefit to 
a third party will not of itself enable him to sue; the con- 
tract must have been entered into expressly for his bene- 
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contemplation. (Durnhere v. Raw, 135 N. Y. 219). 
There must also be a legal right in the beneficiary to 
claim the promise founded upon an existing obligation of 
the promisee. (Vrooman v. Turner, 69 N. Y. 280; see 
also Buchanan y. Tilden, 5 App. Div. 354, which has, 
however, been recently reversed by the Court of Ap- 
peals.) The present contract of insurance was nothing 
but a private contract of indemnity entered into between 
the employer and the insurer which did not in any way 
contemplate existing rights in the employee, and it can- 
not be held that he is entitled to intervene where at the 
time the original contract was made the parties thereto 
did not and could not have had his interests in mind. 








7HE PRESERVATION OF JUDICIAL DIGNITY: 





The courts of Massachusetts and the present Em- 
peror of Germany seem to be working along somewhat 
similar lines in an endeavor to extort from the commu- 
nity the amount of respect for judicial and imperial au- 
thority which they consider due. If the latter must bear 
off the palm for procuring convictions for lése majesté, 
the former must receive honorable mention for its in- 
stitution of contempt proceedings. Slightly parodying 
Gilbert and Sullivan,we might remark that the position of 
editor of a Massachusetts paper is not a happy one. And 
now the English courts seem to be taking up the vindi- 
cation of their judicial dignity. A short time ago a Lon- 
don journal, the “Financial Times,” in an article relative 
to a case then pending in the Chancery Division of the 
High Court of Justice, suggested that a certain witness 
was both incompetent and dishonest. An application was 
thereupon made to Mr. Justice Kekewich to punish the 
editor for contempt of court, but an ample apology was 
offered and the court was assured that the offence would 
not be repeated; so the offender was merely compelled 
to pay the costs of the proceeding. “There are three es- 
sentials in liberty,” said the Judge, “a free press, a free bar 
and a free Parliament. With the last I have nothing to 
do, but with the first two I have. I recognize, as every 
man interested in honest commerce will recognize, the 
importance of papers like the “Financial Times” criticising 
in vigorous language the scandals which are the disgrace 
of the present century.” He declared, however, that the 
publications which had been brought to his attention 
were calculated to interfere with the fair trial of the ac- 
tion and that editors should realize their obligation to 
cease from comment on a case after it was once on trial 
before a judge or jury. 


The attempts of certain members of the judiciary to 
hinder discussion of cases before them which by the very 
fact of their having been brought into court have become 
public questions are far more likely to engender feelings 
of contempt for the judicial branch of the government 
than to prevent further commentary of the particular facts 
involved in any given suit. A short time ago a judge in 
New York City, by refusing to instruct a jury not to 
read what was said about the case in the papers, stating 
that they were intelligent men and could judge for them- 
selves, furnished an example that others upon the 
bench would do well to imitate. A jury that is 
intelligent enough to try a case is intelligent enough 
not to be influenced by mere newspaper reports or 
comment. There is not the slightest reason in ex- 
cluding a man who has formed an impresison or opinion 
that can be removed by evidence. Mark Twain, if we re- 
member correctly, cited an instance in which an ideal 
Jury was obtained, a jury who swore that they had neither 
heard, read, talked about nor expressed an opinion con- 
cerning a murder which the very cattle in the corrals 





and the stones of the street were cognizant of. It came 
out afterward that one of the members actually thought 
that incest and arson were the same thing. 


There seems to be no ground for refusing to permit 
a full and free discussion of what actually occurs in a 
court room. The New York code provides that the sit- 
ting of courts shall be public and every citizen shall be 
at liberty to freely attend the same. It would be ab- 
surd to punish for contempt two citizens who should dis- 
cuss what occurred at a trial, and what is the public 
press but an enlarged expression of public opinion? Of 
course libellous and defamatory remarks must always 
be repressed, but this does not and cannot mean that 
moderate and temperate comment may not be per- 
mitted. 








THE BASIS UPON WHICH ARE COMPUTED 
THE DIVIDENDS OF A SECURED CREDI- 
TOR OF AN INSOLVENT NATIONAL 
BANK. 





In the recent case of Merrill, as Receiver, etc., v. Na- 
tional Bank of Jacksonville, the United States Supreme 
Court, on February 20, passed upon the question whether 
a secured creditor of an insolvent national bank may 
prove and receive dividends upon the face of his claim as 
it stood at the time of the declaration of insolvency, with- 
out crediting either his collaterals or collections made 
therefrom after such declaration, subject always to the 
proviso that dividends must cease when from them and 
from collaterals realized the claim has been paid in full. 

Four different rules have been applied in the distribu- 
tion of insolvent estates. 


Rule I. The creditor desiring to participate in the 
fund is required first to exhaust his security and credit 
the proceeds on his claim, or to credit its value upon his 
claim and prove for the balance, it being optional with 
him to surrender his security and prove for his full claim. 

Rule II. The creditor can prove for the full amount, 
but shall receive dividends only on the amount due him 
at the time of distribution of the fund; that is, he is re- 
quired to credit on his claim, as proved, all sums received 
from his security, and may receive dividends only on the 
balance due him. 

Rule III. The creditor shall be allowed to prove for 
and receive dividends upon the amount due him at the 
time of proving or sending in his claim to the official 
liquidator, being required to credit as payments all the 
sums received from his security prior thereto. 

Rule IV. The creditor can prove for and receive divi- 
dends upon the full amount of his claim, regardless of 
any sums received from his collateral after the transfer of 
the assets from the debtor in insolvency, provided that 
he shall not receive more than the full amount due him. 

lo speak more clearly, the question whether a se- 
cured creditor can realize upon his collateral and then 
receive dividends upon the full amount of his claim is 
one upon which the courts of this country and England 
are about evenly divided. While the United States 
courts have uniformly denied this right, the Court of Ap- 
peals of New York, in the People v. Remington (121 N. 
Y. 328) have said that the contractual relations under cir- 
cumstances such as these remain “unchanged, although 
insolvency has brought the general estate of the debtor 
within the jurisdiction of a Court of Equity for adminis- 
tration and settlement.” The creditor looks to the debtor 
to repay the money borrowed and to the collateral to ac- 
complish this in whole or in part; and he cannot be de- 
prived either of what his debtor’s general ability to pay 
may vield or of the particular security he has taken. 
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On the other hand, the courts of Massachusetts have 
held (Amory v. Francis, 16 Mass. 308) that “the property 
pledged is in fact security for no more of the debt than 
its value will amount to, and for all the rest the creditor 
relies upon the personal credit of the debtor in the same 
manner he would for the whole if no security were 
taken.” 

In the present instance, the United States Supreme 
Court held the bankruptcy rule not applicable and re- 
fused to follow it. It is to be noted, however, that Jus- 
tices White, Harlan, Gray and McKenna fail to agree 
with the majority, two of them writing dissenting 
opinions. 

As far as the logic of the situation is concerned, the 
dissenting members appear to have the best of the situa- 
tion. Equality of distribution is not obtained when we 
refuse to consider the question of previously given se- 
curity. It may be objected that a vigilant creditor should 
not be permitted to suffer because of his watchfulness. 
The same argument might be made if the creditor had 
been actually partially paid off before the going into in- 
solvency, and yet here there is no question as to the fact 
that he would be paid a dividend only upon the remain- 
der of the claim. The decision, as Justice White says, 
tends to operate a discrimination between secured credit- 
ors in favor of the one holding collateral securities not 
susceptible to prompt realization. Thus a secured cred- 
itor who takes collaterals maturing on the same day with 
the debt owing to himself which collaterals consist of ne- 
gotiable notes the makers of which and indorsers upon 
which are pecuniarily responsible, finds the collaterals 
promptly paid when deposited for collection, and if his 
debtor should become insolvent the day after payment 
the creditor could only claim for the residue of debt still 
unpaid. On the other hand, a creditor of the same 
debtor, the debt to whom matures at the same time as 
that owing the other creditor, and is secured by collater- 
als also due contemporaneously, has the collaterals pro- 
tested for non-payment, and when the debtor fails the 
collaterals have not been realized. While the first debtor, 
who has received first-class collateral, can collect divi- 
dends against the estate of the insolvent debtor only for 
the unpaid portion of his claim, losing a part of such 
residue by the inability of the estate to pay it in full, the 
debtor who receives poor collateral collects dividends out 
of the general assets on his whole claim, and if he even- 
tually realizes upon his securities may come out of the 
transaction without the loss of one cent. 

On the whole, there scarcely seems sufficient reason 
or authority for exempting creditors of defunct national 
banks from the general rule in actions of bankruptcy. 








TOPICS OF INTERES7. 





Payment of the principal of a note to the original 
payee in the belief that it belonged to him is held, in 
Hollinshead v. Globe Investment Company (N. D.) 42 L. 
R. A. 659, to be no protection to the maker when the 
note had in fact been indorsed and was in the hands of the 
indorsee, although coupons from the note had been col- 
lected for him after the indorsement, by the payee. 





Judge Mattice, at the Special Term of the New 
York Supreme Court (New York County), recently de- 
livered a scathing arraignment of the divorce law as it ex- 
ists at present. In the case of Hamilton v. Hamilton 
(56 N. Y. Supp. 122) the wife had obtained a divorce in 
Connecticut upon service by publication, had afterwards 
married a second husband there, and subsequently re- 
moved to New York. Thereupon the first husband 





brought suit for divorce upon the ground of adultery. 


‘In his opinion Judge Mattice said: 


“This court is called upon and required by the settled 
law of this State to hold that, as to the plaintiff, the Con- 
necticut divorce and subsequent marriage are void; that 
the defendant, in this State at least, is still the wife of the 
plaintiff; and that, although she is a pure woman, she is 
guilty of adultery, and that, by reason of such adultery, 
the plaintiff is entitled to an absolute divorce. This case 
presents a strange anomaly, and illustrates very forcibly 
the necessity for uniform marriage and divorce laws in 
the States of the Union. Here is a defendant who finds 
herself the legal wife of the plaintiff in the State of New 
York, and the legal wife of another man in another State. 
Although she became a resident of Connecticut, and for 
many years resided there, and in good faith and accord- 
ing to the laws of that State married a second time, yet 
she is to be branded by this court as an adulteress. Un- 
der the laws of this State we permit a husband or wife, 
as the case may be, to obtain a valid divorce by service 
of the summons by publication upon the defendant in an- 
other jurisdiction; yet we do not recognize as valid a 
judgment of divorce obtained by a husband or wife in a 
sister State, unless the defendant has been personally 
served with process in that jurisdiction, or has appeared 
and submitted himself to the jurisdiction of that court. 
The Constitution of the United States (Article 4, Sec. 1) 
requires that ‘full faith and credit shall be given in each 
State to the public acts, records and judicial proceedings 
of every other State,’ and it is said that the comity of 
States and of nations, as well as public policy, requires 
one jurisdiction to observe as valid a marriage legally 
contracted in another jurisdiction. Seemingly, we do 
neither. The plaintiff is therefore entitled to a judgment 
of divorce based on the adultery of the defendant.” 





The case of Hamerschlag v. Duryea, recently decided 
by the New York Supreme Court, Appellate Division, 
First Department (March 10, 1899), furnishes an excel- 
lent illustration of the difference between a good and a 
marketable title to realty. The action was one to compel 
specific performance of a contract for the sale of real 
estate. The evidence disclosed that the property original- 
ly belonged to one Ely Moore, who conveyed it. to 
Thomas Shepard and William Shepard in 1827; that in 
1834 Thomas Shepard and his wife conveyed to the New 
York Hospital, which conveyed in 1889 to defendant. 
There was no proof offered of any deed or transfer by 
William Shepard. The defendant set up that this interest 
has rested in the New York Hospital by adverse posses- 
sion. 


Justice Rumsey, in delivering the opinion, observed 
that “where specific performance of a contract is claimed, 
one is bound to give a marketable title, one that is free 
from any doubt that would interfere with the market 
value. (155 N. Y. 586.) Such a doubt always exists 
when there is an uncertainty as to some fact necessary to 
sustain the title. (120 N. Y. 253.) To prove that the 
title was marketable the defendant was bound to show 
not only that there had been possession of the land for 
the required time, but that that possession had been of 
such a nature as to ripen into a title, which should be 
good against all the world. (2 App. Div. 483.) The al- 


leged adverse possession here arose under a written in- 
strument. The statute provides that to constitute an ad- 
verse possession by a person claiming title under such an 
instrument, the land is deemed to have been possessed 
and occupied either where it has been usually cultivated 
or improved, or where it has been protected by a sub- 
stantial inclousure. (Sec. 370, C. C. Proc.) There is no 
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evidence here that the land was cultivated, improved or 
protected by any inclosure before 1859, a witness testi- 
fying that at that time the grounds of the New York Hos- 
pital were inclosed. Adverse possession, if there were 
any, began then. Therefore, sufficient time has not 
elapsed to enable the title to ripen into a title which 
would be marketable. There is no proof to show that the 
heirs of William Shepard will not dispute the present 
title. Before an adverse possession can be begun there 
must be notice in fact to the co-tenant, or else there must 
be open and public acts by the adverse claimant. (87 N. 
Y. 348.) This was not so in this case. The adverse pos- 
session has not ripened into such a title that the pur- 
chasers should be compelled to accept it.” 





In Brown vy. Equitable Life Assurance Society of the 
United States (78 N. W. Rep. 104, Supreme Court of 
Minnesota) the plaintiff brought suit on a twenty-year 
life insurance policy. It was shown that after paying pre- 
miums for about nine years plaintiff wrote an assign- 
ment on the back to one Hadley in terms absolute, but in 
reality as security for a loan. Instead of procuring the 
loan for plaintiff, Hadley negotiated a loan for himself 
with a bank on the security of the policy. Upon the ma- 
turity of the policy the defendant paid it to the bank. 
Plaintiff had no knowledge of the transfer to the bank 
until payment had been made. The question is thus pre- 
sented whether plaintiff, having placed in Hadley’s hands 
all the indicia of title to the policy, and the defendant 
having taken it on the faith thereof, parting with value 
in good faith, is not estopped to deny the right of the 
bank to receive the amount of the policy. This the court 
denies and holds plaintiff entitled to recover. The court 
also decided, however, that, as to the premiums paid by 
Hadley, he had obtained a lien for the amount thereof, 
which was transferred to the bank, and that the amount 
of plaintiff's recovery must be the face of the policy 
less the aggregate of these premiums. 


The Court says: “We place our decision upon the 
ground that this policy being a mere non-negotiable 
chose in action, the bank occupies the exact position of 
its assignor, Hadley, and took it subject to the equities ex- 
isting between him and his assignor, the plaintiff, unless 
the latter is equitably estopped by his conduct from as- 
serting those equities against the bank, and that there 
are no facts in this case which create any such estoppel. 
Upon the facts found, the defendant has nothing upon 
which to base an equitable estoppel, except the bare fact 
that plaintiff delivered possession of the policy to Had- 
ley, accompanied by an absolute assignment, without 
any expressed conditions or limitations, and thereby 
clothed him with the indicia of absolute ownership. The 
bank officers relied upon, and based their belief of Had- 
ley’s ownership upon, their examination of the policy and 
the assignment, without knowing, and presumably with- 
out attempting to ascertain, how or for what purpose the 
assignment to Hadley was made, or what the considera- 
tion for it was. * * * What is called the doctrine of 
‘latent equities’ has received some judicial support. This 
means that in a case like the present the equities of the 
plaintiff, the original assignor, are latent, and cannot pre- 
vail against the title of the bank, the second assignee; 
that the only defenses subject to which the assignee of 
a non-negotiable chose in action purchases are those ex- 
isting in favor of the debtor who issued the obligation or 
security. This doctrine has been generally condemned 
as unsound, and tending to extend the peculiar qualities 
of negotiable paper to things in action not negotiable, and 
to destroy the fundamental distinction between negotiable 
and non-negotiable demands.” 








The Supreme Court of Wisconsin, in Hallock v. 
Yankey et al., 78 N. W. Rep. 156, has held that the fact 
that a certain corporation was given extensions of time 
in which to pay a promissory note furnished no defense 
to a guarantor of the payment thereof who, as a cor- 
porate officer, had procured such extension. In the 
course of the opinion the Court observes: 


“The obligations of asurety are strictissimi juris. He 
may stand upon the letter of his contract. He may have 
knowledge that an extension has been granted to his 
principal, and the law does not impose on him the duty 
to speak. (2 Brandt, Sur. Sec. 345.) But the surety is 
bound by the rules of good faith and fair dealing, as well 
as other men. If he, as agent for the principal debtor, 
requests and obtains an extension of time, and pays the 
consideration for such extension, and nothing is said as 
to his liability as surety, it is very obvious that the cred- 
itor would naturally and almost inevitably conclude that 
he consents to the extension individually, as well as in 
his capacity as agent.” 

* * * “After Yankey requested and procured the 
extension on behalf of the corporation, and gave no no- 
tice to the creditor that he did not consent to an exten- 
sion in his character as surety, we think that well-known 
rules of estoppel must be held to prevent him from as- 
serting that he is discharged as surety because of lack 
of consent. He has actively induced a change of po- 
sition on the part of his creditor, which he will not be al- 
lowed to take advantage of, to his creditor’s injury.” 





In Dixon v. Williamson et al. (52 N. E. Rep. 1067) 
the Supreme Court of Massachusetts took up the question 
of what evidence was admissible to vary the terms of a 
written contract when such contract was nothing more 
than a memorandum of sale, modified, it was claimed, by 
subsequent oral agreement. The action was one for breach 
of contract of sale. The plaintiff contended that the de- 
fencdants had no right to draw at sight, but that the plain- 
titf had a right to thirty days on two of the cars and sixty 
days on the third. To make his contention, he offered 
evidence of a conversation with the defendants in their 
office shortly after the memorandum was signed. The 
judge who tried the case found that the alleged conversa- 
tion, if it took place during that interview, was part of 
the transaction which produced the memorandum, and 
excluded the evidence. 


The Appellate Court said (per Holmes, J.): “Of 
course, parties who have made a written contract may 
change it thirty seconds after it is made, if they want to. 
But, on the other hand, they may talk it over, and at- 
tempt to explain and construe it, without any intent to 
modify it, or make a change; and if the talk takes place 
soon after the writing is signed, and at the same inter- 
view, the latter kind of conversation is the more likely 
of the two. Perhaps, in the absence of express evidence, 
it would be presumed, certainly it is open to the tribunal 
of fact to find that the latter, rather than the former, was 
what took place. Under such a finding, the conversation 
becomes inadmissible, so far as it attempts to modify 
what otherwise would be the construction or effect of the 
writing 





A somewhat interesting case has arisen out of the 
Jameson raid. A trooper named Burrows was severely 
wounded and lost one of his legs. Like many others of 
the rank and file, he believed that legitimate warfare was 
being waged by the British Government. He has since 
brought suit against Rhodes and Jameson, who demurred 
on the ground that the complaint disclosed the fact that 
plaintiff was particeps criminis. The Court of Queen’s 
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Bench, however, overruled the demurrer on the ground 


that the plaintiff had been deceived as to the nature of the ] 


act to be committed, and he could not therefore be 
deemed in pari delicto with the defendants. 





The most advanced doctrine declared on the subject 
of the payment for stock in a corporation by a transfer 
of property is that of Van Cleve v. Berkey (Mo.), 42 L. 
R. A. 593, holding that the subscriber must pay in prop- 
erty which is actually equivalent to the par value of the 
stock, and that his good faith and his belief that the 
property is of that value will not relieve him from liabil- 
ity if it is not in point of fact of such value. With this 
case is a note reviewing all the authorities on the ques- 
tion how far payment for stock in a corporation by a 
transfer of property will protect the stockholder against 
creditors of the company. On the other hand, good 
faith in the valuation put upon property for which stock 
of a corporation is issued is all that is demanded in Kelly 
v. Fourth of July Mining Company (Mont.), 42 L. R. A. 
623, under a law which provided that stock may be is- 
sued for property to the amount of the value thereof. 
And this good faith is held to be such belief as a pru- 
dent and sensible business man would hold in the ordi- 
nary conduct of his business. 





A decision recently rendered by Justice Giegerich, at 
a Special Term of the Supreme Court, may not be with- 
out interest to New York practitioners. In Holm v. 
Appleby (decided April 6, 1899) it was held that an 
amended complaint cannot be served as of course after 
the serving of a reply. The motion was one to compel the 
acceptance of an amended complaint. It was shown that 
the plaintiff had served a reply to an answer setting up a 
counter-claim, on Feb. 1, 1899, and on Feb. 21 mailed 
an «wnended complaint. The Court in denying the 
motion observed: “The obvious purport of the statute 
is that a party may amend his pleading before or within 
twenty days after his opponent pleads to that pleading. 
When the time for joining an issue of law or fact upon 
a pleading has expired, and issue is joined, there is no 
authority for an amendment of such pleading merely be- 
cause issues upon a subsequent pleading by the same 
party may not have been concluded. If plaintiff’s prac- 
tice is proper, it would also be permissible for a plaintiff 
to demur to the answer, and then amend the complaint 
within twenty days after service of the demurrer, but this 
course is not supported by Sec. 542, C. C. Proc., nor by 
any authority. The case in 23 Misc. Rep. 445, cited by 
plaintiff, holds merely that the amendment of the answer 
may follow the reply, which is no more than in strict ac- 
cord with the statute.” 








METHODS OF LEGAL EDUCATION IN 
STATE OF NEW YORK. 


THE 


By Clarence D. Ashley, Dean of the School of Law, 
New York University. 


(Being a paper read before the New York State Bar 
Association at its annual meeting, Jan. 17, 1899.) 

With the advance of our country in population, 
wealth and strength, attention and thought are being 
more and more devoted to education, its needs and aims, 
while with, and as a part of this general trend, the pro- 
fessions are moving forward, examining the requirements 
for entering their ranks and seeking to keep pace with 
other lines of progress. Medicine has made great strides, 
until now in the State of New York a high grade of pre- 
liminary education is required, thereafter four years in a 





medical school, followed by the degree of M. D., after 
which the Regents impose a severe examination which 
must be passed before the student is allowed to practice. 

The legal profession has always felt keen interest in 
the proper preparation of those proposing to become law- 
yers, and the subject of legal education always attracts 
anew. Addresses innumerable have been made thereon, 
until no points remain untouched. Yet those engaged in 
legal instruction are constantly requested to take up the 
theme, and what they say is received with attention, 
though they are compelled to repeat an oft-told tale. 

The first consideration should be, What best prepares 
a young man for legal study and what ought to be re- 
quired of him? This question may be viewed from the 
standpoint of admission to the bar or from that of grant- 
ing the degree of Bachelor of Laws, and it may be that 
the question should not receive the same answer in each 
case. In both cases the student must have sufficient edu- 
cation and mental discipline to enable him to cope with 
the difficulties of his professional studies. 


For several years New York State has given special 
attention to the subject of preliminary training, and 
much has been accomplished by the persistent and intel- 
ligent work of the executive officials of the Board of Re- 
gents. Every law student must now obtain the Regent’s 
law certificate or present its full equivalent, and this so- 
called twenty-eight count certificate represents fair and 
thorough work. That these steps have been taken and 
the requirements for admission to the bar steadily but 
judiciously raised is due to the intelligent and far-seeing 
interest taken in the matter by the justices of the Court 
of Appeals and the excellent rules they have maintained. 
By these rules the general student must pursue a three 
years’ course of study, during the first year of which he 
must obtain and file the Regents’ law certificate. 


Is not there a weak spot here, and could not a change 
be made which would work only advantage? Three 
years as a requirement for law study for the general stu- 
dent is none too long. No one will dispute that these 
three years should be given solely to the law. But the 
present rule directly invites the student to neglect his first 
year of law study and devote himself to preparation for 
his law certificate, while experience abundantly shows 
that he cannot successfully do both. During that first 
year the law certificate must be filed, while the law study 
itself may be postponed. The inevitable result is that the 
law is neglected and the effort given to gaining the cer- 
tificate. Is this wise? 

Again there can be no logical reason for requiring 
this preliminary study unless we believe this training to 
be clearly necessary in order to successfully pursue the 
law studies. But if necessary, why allow the student to 
defer this preparation until one year after beginning his 
law work? He needs this especially in anticipation of 
this first year, and yet we invite him to begin the study 
without such training, and then tempt him to strive to do 
twofold work. It is my firm conviction, based upon sev- 
eral years of experience and observation, that the Re- 
gent’s certificate should be required before the three 
years’ course of study is allowed to begin, be such study 
pursued in a law school or office. 

Another change might well be considered, and that is 
the amount of required preliminary work. Why not fix 
the so-called Academic Regent’s diploma as a minimum? 
This is not a high requirement, and surely every lawyer 
should have at the very least the equivalent of a High 
School education. Is it any kindness to the student to 
require less? At present every youth who tires of the 
farm or the city counter seeks to enter a profession be- 
cause little capital is required. Medicine exacts too long 
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and arduous work to be considered, but there is the law 
with its tempting offers, why not try that? And thus 
our profession becomes a general dumping ground, while 
good farmers or useful clerks become poor lawyers, or 
else waste valuable time and hard earned money only to 
fail. These are facts, and it behooves thinking lawyers to 
carefully consider them. No worthy student will ever be 
kept out of the profession because he must properly pre- 
pare himself for the work, and the advantage thus forced 
upon him will help him through his entire career. 

By our present rules for admission to the Bar, one year 
is allowed to college graduates on the time of study re- 
quired to be pursued. This allowance must be based 
upon the theory that the training which such college 
graduate has received enables him to accomplish in two 
years the work which requires three in others. Experi- 
ence shows this to be somewhat fallacious, but, assuming 
it to be true, then why should not men having obtained an 
equal amount of education and mental training in other 
ways be permitted to enjoy the same privilege upon sub- 
mitting themselves to Regent’s examinations so prepared 
as to require a training and education equal to that ac- 
quired by the average college graduate? The only theory 
upon which the State is justified in enforicng standards of 
education for admission to the bar is that of public pol- 
icy, it being wise and proper to protect citizens from un- 
trained and unskilled practitioners, but this should go no 
further than is necessary to accomplish this purpose, and 
any man having the requisite training and education 
should be allowed, upon a proper test, to avail himself of 
the advantages offered to others possessing such qualifica- 
tions. | thoroughly believe in the advantages of a college 
education, but I do not consider that the college grad- 
uate can properly complete his law studies in two years, 
and am satisfied that the above allowance of time is a mis- 
take which should be rectified. 

Upon beginning his law studies the first question 
which confronts the student is whether to study in a law 
school, a law office, or to combine both. In his perplex- 
ity he naturally turns to some lawyer in practice, and 
generally follows the advice received, although the 
chances are that the adviser may not have given atten- 
tion to questions of legal education for years. While most 
lawyers to-day advise a course in the law school, many 
at the same time recommend attendance at the office. In 
my opinion, no worse advice could be given. Why is it 
that the profession is so wedded to this idea when it must 
be apparent to any thoughtful observer that the modern 
law office is no place for a student until he has completed 
his course of study? During his first year he learns prac- 
tically nothing there, and while later he may pick up some 
points of practice it is at the expense of priceless time 
which should be devoted to laying the foundations of his 
legal career. Just in proportion to his acquisition of 
points of practice he becomes valuable to the office, be- 
gins to come late to his lectures and then to absent him- 
self. His interest inevitably becomes engrossed in the 
office work to the neglect of his studies. This often leads 
to failure and disappointment in examinations, and al- 
Ways to poor equipment for his life work. Can it be said 
that this pays? 

If he does not do his systematic study while in the law 
school is there much chance that he will do it afterwards? 
With the hard work of actual practice is one likely to do 
much general study? Every year lawyers of standing and 
ability seek opportunity to teach some subject in a law 
school, and I am often told that the applicant desires to 
devote careful study to that topic and needs the spur of 
necessity to compel him to do so. 

The conservatism of our profession probably explains 








the position taken by so many lawyers, and the belief in 





the efficiency of office work is probably due to the fact 
that law schools are of comparatively recent date, and 
that for years the law office was the sole place to obtain 
a legal education. 

In those days, however, the modern rush and push had 
not begun. The would-be student of law entered the 
office of some able leader of the Bar. The lawyer con- 
sidered that he owed a duty to the student, personally 
supervised his studies, examined him upon his work, and 
drew upon his own rich experience to aid and instruct. 
Such young men received for years the benefit of private 
tuition from great teachers—from men so imbued with a 
love of their profession, its worth and dignity, that the 
fortunate student found a liberal legal education in such 
intercourse. 

With the progress of events all this is changed. Vast 
accumulations of wealth have thrown heavy burdens 
upon the lawyer, every moment is precious, and instead of 
the old-fashioned supervision of law students he hardly 
knows they are in his office, and they become little better 
than errand boys. 

They must seek their education elsewhere, and where 
more naturally than in the universities? These institu- 
tions have recognized the need, have undertaken the task, 
and to them a great profession must now look for the 
influences which are to make its future devotees either 
great and noble men, with broad, profound knowledge of 
their subject, or weak, superficial practitioners, to whom 
this noble calling means nothing higher than “bread and 
butter.” That our leading universities are alive to this 
is well known to all who have observed their course for 
some years past. 

As three years are certainly requisite for a proper legal 
training, and should in all cases be required as a pre- 
requisite for admission to the Bar, just so clearly should 
the law schools require three years’ work before confer- 
ring the degree of Bachelor of Laws. In 1835 the Hon. 

senjamin F. Butler prepared a plan for the organization 

and development of a law school. In this plan he said: 
“We assume that the ordinary term of law studies in this 
city will hereafter be three years; and I would also make 
that period the term of instruction in the law school.” 

This far-sighted lawyer may have been in advance of 
his times, but who to-day will say that he was not right? 

This is being more clearly recognized every day, and 
it is probable that no university would hesitate to enforce 
this requirement if its advisability from the professional 
standpoint were the only consideration. But universities 
are proverbially poor, to be worthy of their name and 
work they must be so. If they are not dead or moribund 
they must ever extend their work and influence beyond 
their endowments. This is the history of every live uni- 
versity. But this necessarily means a careful considera- 
tion ot every advance step taken. While it is true that a 
law school which increases its requirements will ultimate- 
ly gain in strength and number of students, yet at first 
there must be a loss, and the question is, can the univer- 
sity stand the loss and live? _It is said that one university 
in this State, by its increase of requirements in its law 
department, sacrificed some $30,000 of income for several 
years. Such a loss would severely cripple most institu- 
tions. Should the university desiring to enforce the re- 
quirements of sound legal education be called upon to 
meet the competition of other institutions having lower 
standards and offering a shorter and less difficult course? 
The State should take this matter in hand, and by means 
of suitable legislation provide that the degree of Bachelor 
of Laws be not conferred until the student has pursued a 
three years’ course of study in a law school maintaining 
satisfactory standards. At the same time, the Regents’ 
academic diploma should be required before the course is 
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begun. Just such legislation has been enacted for the 
degree of M. D., four years’ study being required. Let 
the Legislature do its duty and raise the standard of our 
professional degree, and so take another step toward 
making our profession one of trained lawyers. 


With the growth and development of law schools 
questions have arisen how best to accomplish the results 
desired. Many views have been advanced, and the daily 
press has teemed with one or another so-called “method” 
whereby the student is to accomplish wonderful results in 
short periods of time, and the true royal road to learning, 
at least as far as the acquisition of law is concerned, would 
seem to have been discovered. A body of experienced 
lawyers does not need to be told that the only known 
method of acquiring a knowledge of law is by hard 
thought and conscientious study. 


The fact is that the leading universities repudiate the 
idea of any fixed “method” for teaching or studying law. 
An examination of the catalogues of Harvard, Yalé, Cor- 
nell, Columbia, Syracuse, Pennsylvania, Ann Arbor and 
New York University discloses the fact that not one word 
is said concerning any special method of teaching in their 
law departments. Professor Gray, of Harvard, says: “In 
all law schools, I suppose, the students learn from text- 
books, cases and oral instruction. At any rate, they do 
so here. Each teacher is free to use these means as he 
pleases. The different professors do actually use them in 
different ways and proportions, and so does each pro- 
fessor, as he is dealing with different topics.” Dean 
Keener, of Columbia, says: “There is no uniform method 
of instruction in this school. Each instructor is at liberty 
to pursue the method of instruction which, in his opinion, 
will be productive of the best results. At the present time 
three methods of instruction are used.” Chancellor Mac- 
Cracken, expressing the views of the law faculty of New 
York University, says: “The instruction of the Law 
School is continued upon the theory that no one method 
of teaching law is best for all subjects,” while Professor 
Thayer, of Harvard, says: “As for methods of teaching,— 
that is another matter. These must, indeed, have relation 
to any particular methods of study that are prescribed or 
recommended, but they are not necessarily determined by 
them. In law, as in other matters, every teacher has his 
own methods, determined by his personal gifts, or lack of 
gifts—methods as incommunicable as his temperament, 
his looks, or his manners.” 


Who that ever observed the charming personality of 
Professor Dwight in his lecture room, or what student, 
having sat under Professor Langdell and studied the 
working of that remarkable and original mind, will not 
agree that the true law teacher instructs his class in his 
own way and accomplishes results by his own person- 
ality? 

A difference of opinion has existed among educators 
as to whether it is wiser to pursue one topic exclusively 
until completed, or to take up several contemporaneously, 
assigning the hour for each in rotation, but in such man- 
ner as to bring up each at frequent intervals. Thus at 
Andover years ago, Dr. Taylor would continue his recita- 
tions upon Latin continuously for a considerable period, 
and then return to Greek, continuing it in the same man- 
ner. This question has, within recent years, been mooted 
with reference to the study of law. It has been main- 
tained on the one side that the attention and interest 
of the student are better sustained, and the scope of his 
subject better understod, by pursuing the one topic con- 
tinuously to its conclusion, and by the exclusion of all 
others in the meantime. Such a plan, for example, would 
begin Contracts and continue thereon to its completion 
without taking up anything else. It is contended, on the 





other hand, that the mind is rested and invigorated by a 
change from lecture hour to lecture hour; that legal topics 
so run into each other and overlap that when properly 
arranged in the curriculum one will throw light upon the 
other and aid the student in its comprehension. There is, 
of course, room for reasonable men to differ on this point, 
but personally I am thoroughly satisfied that it is far more 
advantageous to alternate the subjects when properly 
arranged. My experience has shown that in the discus- 
sion of a case upon, say, contracts, some point in tort 
recently taken up by the class is often involved, and the 
interest and attention of the student, at once aroused by 
examining the question from this new standpoint, both 
the contract and the tort question being more clearly and 
impressively grasped by the student from such circum- 
stance. A careful observation of different classes for a 
number of years has satisfied me that the best results are 
obtained in this manner. The method of continuing one 
topic until its conclusion without taking up any other 
during the same time has been long since given up by the 
universities of this State and by the leading educational 
institutions of the country, both professional and under- 
graduate. 

The further question has sometimes been raised as to 
whether a law course should attempt to take the student 
over the entire field of law, thus giving him a little knowl- 
edge upon each topic, or whether less subject-matter 
should be attempted, but more thoroughness obtained. 
To my mind absolute fundamental thoroughness should 
be insisted upon, always and in any event. “Non multa, 
sed multum,” should be the motto of the law school of 
to-day, and no point should be more strenuously insisted 
upon. 

What is the true aim of the law school and how best 
can this aim be realized? And first, the school should 
never forget that the law is a practical science, its appli- 
cation found in the affairs of men, meeting the needs of 
the community, expressing its sense of justice, and grow- 
ing as it grows. 

The aim should be then to train its students so that 
they shall be best fitted to apply this science practically 
and with sound judgment, but, nevertheless, with the 
truest insight into its principles and an instinctive appre- 
ciation of its reason and meaning. 

To merely teach the law as it is, is but a small part of 
its task, and if the school stop there, its usefulness and ex- 
cuse for being is extremely problematical. 

A far more difficult task is to be accomplished, and the 
student must be made in the highest sense a lawyer. He 
must be made to think as a lawyer, to have his mind so 
drilled, his legal instinct so developed, that he almost 
unconsciously feels the true principle involved, and 
knows in advance that the best authorities will be found 
to support the view he takes, because it is the view which 
the sound lawyer must take. 


It is true that such training is not required for one 
who designs to become a useful but insignificant clerk tor 
the rest of his life, but such a one is not truly a lawyer, 
and might much better confine himself entirely to a law 
office. , 

With the vast number of cases pouring out day after 
day; with the reports increasing until it takes a nimble 
mind to keep count of them without any attempt to gain 
an idea of their contents; with courts good, bad and indif- 
ferent all over the country grinding out decisions contain- 
ing opinions ranging from the profound to the ridiculous; 
with the comparative certainty that no proposition, how- 
ever absurd, need despair of being sustained by an au- 
thority somewhere within the broad domains of English- 
speaking countries, with all this, I say, the lawyer of the 
future must know principles, must thoroughly understand 
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their growth and development, and must calmly pursue 
his way, without attempting to follow this illusive “Will o’ 
the Wisp” of a last decision which may have been com- 
pletely buried and forgotten before his own case reaches 
the court which evolved it. 

But to accomplish this he must have special mental 
training, and has the right to demand such training from 
the law school. 

First, then, the law teacher should forever put aside 
the notion, sometimes seriously advanced, that the stu- 
dent must not too soon be set to thinking, that he must 
be tenderly handled and gently introduced to his subject, 
his brain, forsooth, carefully packed in cotton wool, lest 
perchance too vigorous thinking make his head ache. 
What if the first month’s work does stagger him? He 
soon begins to see light, to find that his thinking appar- 
atus is being shaken into working order, and that what 
seemed hopeless is now becoming clear, while with that 
conviction his interest is stimulated to an astonishing de- 
gree. A class thus trained becomes alive, the interest is 
intense, it is sometimes difficult to bring the lecture hour 
toa close, while the students, having left the lecture room, 
eagerly discuss the mooted points among themselves. 
That is live teaching and that produces results. 


From this standpoint the subject of contract offers a 
specially good opportunity for mental drill. By means 
of statements of fact carefully worked out to properly 
develop the topic, the class can be led into eager dis- 
cussion, a student can be 1nade to defend his position 
against any attack, the class can be trained to reject any 
theory, any result, as incorrect on principle unless it satis- 
fies their reason, and most satisfactory results can be ob- 
tained. At the same time a thorough knowledge of the 
topic is gained. Important as is the subject of contract, 
vital as it is that the student know the law on this topic, 
yet I regard as of far greater importance the mental drill 
and discipline which this course rerders possible when 
properly treated. 

Not only must this special mental training be kept in 
mind, but the student must learn to use the tools of his 
trade—to state the material facts of a case concisely— 
to easily distinguish the dicta, to comprehend the scope 
of the case, and to decide whether the decision is correct 
on principle. 

Many years ago Professor Langdell introduced and 
developed his theories of legal education, and his views 
have steadily gained adherents as time and experience 
have proved their correctness, until now a majority of the 
law schools in New York State have, to a considerable 
extent, followed his lead, while Yale, Pennsylvania and 
law schools in the West are doing the same. 


_As has often been pointed out, nothing could be more 
misleading than to call this manner of teaching the 
“case” system. From this term has arisen the conception 
that the student is trained to be what is called a “case” 
lawyer. The diametrically opposite result is obtained. 
You can never satisfy such a student by showing him the 
latest case. He will examine it, analyze it, and then, un- 
less it can be sustained on principle, reject it as unsound. 
At the same time a student who knows what conclusion 
should be.reached on principle can easily remember the 
actual result of the decision just because there is a di- 
vergence from principle. 

A set of cases for class-room work of this character 
does not by any means consist of “leading” or “illustra- 
tive” cases. It is prepared to show the historical develop- 
ment of a principle and the cases bring this out. For this 
Purpose an overruled case is often as instructive as one 
which has been sustained. Such a collection should be 
Prepared by one deeply versed in his subject, trained in 
this way of teaching, with a brain competent to carry out 











the task and use the fine discrimination and judgment 
necessary for this purpose. Any one desiring to see for 
himself what such a collection of cases contains will find 
examples of work of this character in Professor Thayer’s 
“Cases on Evidence,” and the “Cases on Contract” pub- 
lished last Fall by Dean Keener. The successful use of 
such a collection in the class-room necessitates a live in- 
structor, competent to bring out discussion, and with the 
necessary tact and discernment to guide, limit and termi- 
nate it at the proper point. In other words, he must be a 
true teacher. ; 

I do not maintain that it is wise to teach all subjects in 
this way. Thus, it seems to our faculty a mistake to 
attempt to teach the New York Code of Civil Procedure 
by a collection of cases. But I do profoundly believe that 
very great advantages are gained by following Professor 
Langdell’s lead in most topics. 

I am aware of the fact that views differ upon this 
point, and it is well this should be so. The best results 
are reached in this world through honest differences of 
opinion on the part of intelligent men, and I write with 
the utmost respect for such honest differences. I also 
thoroughly believe that a sound lawyer who is a born 
teacher will succeed, let him pursue what plan he will. 

It is sometimes urged that the plan here approved 
requires students of vigorous mind and sound education, 
while those not having these qualities will fail and become 
discouraged. This is true, and no greater good could be 
done to these same young men than to turn them into 
other channels and keep them out of the law. 


It may be suggested that there are many estimable 
young men with abilities too moderate to undergo the 
training above suggested, but who may be helped along 
sufficiently to prepare them for the bar examinations, and 
that upon admission they will develop into useful clerks, 
modestly and happily pursuing their life’s course to their 
own contentment and to the detriment of no one. This 
may well be, and I am not prepared to say that a law 
school devoting itself simply to fitting men for their bar 
examinations, and with no further ambition, might not 
fill a useful and, at the same time, pecuniarily profitable 
place. I do, however, maintain that such is not the proper 
function of university law schools, and that the degree of 
Bachelor of Laws should not be given upon such a 
course. 

The legal profession has always filled a large place in 
the public life and development of our nation. To-day 
its influence is as widespread as at any time in its history. 
With its great responsibilities, its great opportunities for 
working good or ill, not only for the clients but for the 
life of the nation, is it not the duty of every lawyer to do 
his part towards encouraging the proper training of 
those who, in a few years, are to be our judges, our legis- 
lators, our statesmen? Should not every lawyer investi- 
gate for himself, find out at first hand what the law 
schools are doing, what the student can in the best man- 
ner most profitably do, and having, after intelligent re- 
search, ascertained what is in his opinion right and best, 
advise young would-be lawyers accordingly? 

Can we not discourage and check this mad desire to 
gain speedy admission to the bar, no matter at what sacri- 
fice of life’s true preparation? 

The bench and bar are vitally concerned in this mat- 
ter. Will they not use their weighty influence in favor 
of what may be found wise and good? 

In conclusion, then, | submit: 

1. That the Regents’ Academic diploma or the full 
equivalent of a high school education should be required 
from all law students before they begin their actual 
course of law study, and that, except in the case of college 
graduates, proof thereof be filed with the clerk of the 
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Court of Appeals before the time for such course of study 
can begin to run. 

2. That subsequent to such preliminary work a course 
of three years’ law study should be required from all stu- 
dents before their admission to the bar. 


3. That no allowance of time should be made to col- 
lege graduates. 


4. That law students can more profitably pursue their 
course of study in a law school, and that lawyers should 
so advise. 


5. That duty to his profession should lead every law- 
yer to carefully study modern theories of legal education, 
and then give his moral support to such as he finds 
sound, allowing no pre-conceived prejudice to control 
him. 

6. That the law school should exact three years” 
course of instruction for the degree of LL. B., and should 
require at least the equivalent of a high school education 
before such course begins. 

7. That the first aim of the law school should be 
strict and thorough mental discipline. That to train a 
student to think as a lawyer is more important than the 
acquisition of law itself. That such acquisition, however, 
is necessarily an accompaniment of such mental drill. 

g. That these aims can, for the great part, be best 
obtained by the study of selected cases on the inductive 
theory as introduced by Professor Langdell, at Harvard. 

10. That the Legislature should enact that the degree 
of LL. B. be conferred in this State only after a three 


years’ course of law study preceded by a Regents’ Aca- 
demic diploma or its equivalent. 








COMPARATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL LAW OF THE 
UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 





By Hon. David Mills, Minister of Justice for the Domin- 
ion of Canada. 





(Being an Address Delivered before the Detroit Bar As- 
sociation, February 25, 1899.) 

It has been intimated to me that I am expected to give 
you a short address upon the comparative constitutional 
law of the United States and Canada. I shall endeavor, to 
the best of my ability, to comply with that request in so 
far as the time at my disposal will permit, 

The fields which i am invited to explore and report 
upon are, indeed, very large. The points of agreement 
and of difference are alike numerous, and many things 
necessary to an accurate outline cannot be drawn, and so 
the representation given will, necessarily, be very imper- 
fect. Those of the legal profession, both in the United 
State and in Canada, have a fairly accurate notion of the 
English colonial system, here in its infancy, and with us 
in its more mature development; but the presentation 
made by the colonial history of this country is necessarily 
different from that which prevails in the British Empire 
to-day. One hundred and thirty years have gone by since 
your colonial history came to an end, and vast changes 
have since been made, by the introduction of Parliamen- 
tary Government into the United Kingdom, and into all 
the larger dependencies of the British Empire. In the 
mere administrative results there is no great difference, it 
may be, between governments under your system and 
governments underours. There is much in which the two 
systems of representative government agree and much in 
which they differ; and to-day Parliamentary Government 
in Canada has reached a point very far in advance of that 
held by any one of the thirteen colonies which are now 
parts of your Union. 





In the brief outline which I shall endeavor to bring 
before you I shall not undertake to discuss the relative 
merits of your system and ours, as instruments of effec- 
tive government, and as educating forces, influencing na- 
tional life. It is impossible to compress the material suffi- 
cient for a large volume into an address of forty minutes’ 
duration. The people of the United States and of Canada 
have a great admiration for the constitutional system un- 
der which they live and under which each nation has 
prospered. But systems of government are to be consid- 
ered mainly as instruments for use, and not as objcets for 
adoration; and I dare say that there are in your country, 
as in mine, many people who are ardently attached to the 
form of government under which they live who havenever 
considered its influence in the development of national 
character, or the influence of character upon it. Let me 
say with regard to your Federal Constitution that I find 
many who are under the impression that it was evolved 
by some original process from the minds of a few able 
thinkers who, successfully, led the Thirteen Colonies in 
their conflict with the mother country, and who devised 
political institutions which were before unknown. The 
framers of the Constitution of the United States were far 
too wise to trust to their own powers to create a new sys- 
tem of government, and so they profited by their own ex- 
perience and adjusted the institutions which they already 
knew to the new conditions which had arisen. 


One of the most important facts which impresses itseli 
upon the attention of a student of Comparative Constitu- 
tional Law is this, that the Constitution of the United 
States simply provided a repository for well-known insti- 
tutions; and for this reason it has possessed greater dura- 
bilty than the political institutions which were the crea- 
tions of clever men in France who, because they pos- 
sessed but little experience in the affairs of government, 
had all the confidence in their own powers which it was 
possible for inexperience to bestow. Your Federal Con- 
stitution was not called into existence by philosophers 
searching for a perfect system of government, capable of 
universal application. They did not affirm that all men 
were alike in inclination, character, and capacity, and 
could be governed in the same way. There is scarcely an 
institution embodied in the government of the United 
States, whether State or Federal, which cannot be traced 
back, historically, to the early institutions of England. 
Indeed, no system of government can be durable which is 
not suited to the character of the people who are sub- 
jected to its authority. Men, who are self-reliant and self- 
governing, will not submit to be chafed by a political 
yoke to which they are to be moulded and adjusted. The 
institutions suited to a free people must be fitted to them. 
Such institutions are not the creation of any man, how- 
ever wise; they are the outward and visible expression of 
the vital forces operating within, and it is because they are 
institutions of growth, the outcome of the life and habits 
of the people, that they_are possessed of a flexibility capa- 
ble of fitting them to the feelings and customs of those in 
whose life they have originated. It is under the aegis ot 
such a government that life, reputation, and property are 
most secure, the rights of foreign States most respected, 
and the duties of a government discharged in a manner 
most consistent with an enlightened and just public opin- 
ion. Had the framers of your Constitution attempted to 
follow in the pathway of those who ardently desired to 
have departed much farther from their English model, 
you might have had a progeny of paper constitutions 4s 
numerous as those which marked the revolutionary 
period of French history. The Constitution of the United 
States might have been a fabric standing apart from the 
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ment. It might have had no connection with those vital 
forces which work ceaselessly in every community, 
whether they are united with the system of government, 
or are wholly separated from it. It would have had no or- 
ganic life. It would have possessed no points of living 
contact with the people. It could not have been organic if 
it were an artificial contrivance, a product of ingenious 
minds, whose confidence in their own skill would most 
certainly not have been justified by the results that would 
have followed. Enduring political institutions spring from 
the lives of nations—not from the intellects of statesmen. 

The framers of the American Constitution took in the 
actual situation. The governments of the colonies were 
modelled more or less closely after the pattern of English 
local institutions. The Palatine Counties of the Provincial 
Establishments, the Chartered Municipal Corporations of 
England were all fashioned after the type of the English 
Parliament and became models for English colonial gov- 
ernments. When the colonies revolted, no institution of 
government was required. The dual system already ex- 
isted. That part which existed for the purpose of local 
self-government was set up in their midst; the other part 
was beyond the Atlantic; but at the time of the revolution 
they were not in time farther away from the central au- 
thority than the Marches of Wales and the Palatine of 
Durham were at an earlier period. The local govern- 
ment of each colony had jurisdiction over life, property, 
civil rights and local improvements. The parent State 
exercised jurisdiction over commerce and over interna- 
tional relations. When those colonies became independ- 
ent, the State government took the place of the colonial 
government, and the jurisdiction of the Crown and Par- 
liament, as the colonies held it to be, passed to the revo- 
lutionary government here—the new central authority. 
The chief thing which the promoters of the revolution 
had to do was to find a new tenement for that old au- 
thority, which had all along been exercised in England. 
Imperial sovereignty, as we may call it, was transplanted. 
The pre-existing institutions with which this sovereign 
power had been lodged stood before the leaders of the 
revolution with their known specific functions, and sug- 
gested to the framers of the federal constitution the way 
in which that power, of which they had become possessed, 
should be dealt with. 

There was no difficulty in respect to the individual 
States. The jurisdiction which they had claimed as colo- 
nies was conceded to them without question. Their in- 
stitutions were scarcely changed. What the framers of 
the constitution had to consider was with whom the 
power of the Sovereign and Parliament, which revolution 
had placed in their hands, should be lodged and exer- 
cised, and in what manner the appropriate judicial au- 
thority which accompanied it should be vested, so as to 
produce as little change, and as little disturbance, in the 
pre-existing government of the colonies as possible. 
There were questions as to appropriate adjustment. The 
work of the convention was not to call into existence new 
powers of government, but to properly lodge those which 
had been wrested from the parent State. Having ob- 
tained, by the fortunes of war, political sovereignty, it was 
necessary to determine how it should be placed so as to 
do the most efficient service for the new nation. The con- 
vention was called upon to make adequate provision for 
the management of the external relations of the new re- 
public, to call into existence institutions for the regula- 
tion of trade and commerce, for the maintenance of peace, 
for the prosecution of war, when necessary, and for the 
promotion of the general welfare of the whole Republic. 
These men of the convention had before them, at every 
step, the existing organizations of the subordinate States, 
and were called upon to consider how far they might 











adhere to, and how far depart advantageously from, them, 
in the creation of a common government for the whole. 
They adhered closely to their ancient models. No polit- 
ical revolution, except the English revolution of 1688, 
known in history produced so little disturbance in pre- 
existing institutions. No other revolution exhibited less 
internal change. The law of property was continued. 
The law in respect to civil rights remained in force. The 
State governments were but a perpetuation of the pro- 
vincial governments that preceded them. The President 
and Congress were substituted for the King and Parlia- 
ment, and the Courts of Judicature, called into existence, 
discharged the duties which before fell to the Lords of 
the Council, as well as duties analagous to those of the 
Superior Courts and to the House of Lords. 

Let us briefly refer to the conflict between the colo- 
nies and the parent State, as presenting a further phase 
of constitutional law. The colonies thought that the pre- 
tensions of the Imperial Parliament were incompatible 
with colonial liberty. They thought these pretensions 
were of such a character as to make the civil and political 
rights of the colonists creatures of sufferance. It can- 
not be seriously argued that those fears were without 
foundation. The colonial view was that the Imperial 
Parliament had two distinct functions—so far as domestic 
legislation in Great Britain was concerned, it was a local 
Parliament for the British islands, and it was only im- 
perial in respect to the commerce of the Empire and to 
its external relations; that in respect to the local and do- 
mestic affairs of each colony the jurisdiction of the colony 
was exclusive; and so the relations between the colony 
and the parent State were, in a certain sense, federal, 
and the union was a federal and not an incorporate 
union of the various parts of the Empire. The colonists 
admitted that imperial functions were vested solely in the 
King and Parliament, but with regard to all local and 
domestic affairs the government and Legislature of a 
province possessed the same authority within its boun- 
daries that the government and Parliament of Great Brit- 
ain did over England, Wales and Scotland. 

his constitutional doctrine the colonist regarded as 
a necessary outcome of the maxims of the law of Eng- 
land, upon which the civil and political liberties were 
founded. It was admitted that when Englishmen went 
abroad into a new possession they carried with them so 
much of the common law of England as was suited to 
their circumstances. They were also accompanied by the 
sovereignty of the Crown and the right of representation 
in a Legislature having exclusive jurisdiction over all 
their local affairs. Now, the sovereign had, by preroga- 
tive, the constitutional right to create constituencies, as 
he had in England prior to its union with Scotland. He 
had the power to issue writs to call a local Parliament, 
as he had the power in England to call an English Par- 
liament. He had power to declare the franchise as it 
existed in the mother country, because this was a part of 
the law called by the circumstances of the population, 
and which they carried with them. As the great seignior 
of the colony, the lands which they acquired from him 
made them tenants of the Crown, freemen of a seigniory, 
and they were entitled to the franchise as such. All 
these rights, privileges and powers negative the notion 
that within the area in which the local authorities had a 
right to claim jurisdiction that Parliament could make 
any valid claim to paramount authority. It was because 
of the unfitness of Parliament to deal with local concerns, 
of which they had no knowledge, that the writs were re- 
turned to a local officer appointed by the representative 
of the Crown in the colony, and not to the Clerk in Chan- 
cery at Westminster. The colonists also claimed that the 
right of taxation rested with each local assembly, and 
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was based upon the right of property, and so was in- 
separable from it. They maintained that to give to the 
Imperial Parliament the right of taxation in the colony 
was to make the right of property in every colony rest 
solely upon sufferance, as it could be given and granted 
by a body no member of which derived his authority from 
them. The theory of colonial constitutional law which 
I have indicated had not been systematically worked out 
before the Declaration of Independence, but this was 
done subsequently as the logical outcome of accepted 
maxims. But there is an opposite constitutional doc- 
trine which I have not time to discuss. When the Im- 
perial Parliament affirmed an unlimited authority to gov- 
ern, to legislate and to tax, subject to no other restraint 
than its own discretion, the colonists declared themselves 
independent, for such imperial pretensions were wholly 
irreconcilable with any constitutional rights in the col- 
onists themselves, and assigned to every man, once he 
became a colonist, a position distinctly inferior to the one 
he occupied, as a subject of the Crown, while he -re- 
mained in the parent State. 

The government that declared the colonists indepen- 
dent of the King and of Parliament, was irregular and 
revolutionary. It was not created by the States, although 
it had the sympathy and support of the people. The States 
had, at the time, no legally constituted governments. In 
most of them the Governors had departed. The majority 
of the members of the legislative councils took the side 
of Great Britain. The colonial governments went to 
pieces. The Central Government was a revolutionary 
conumnittee representing the public opinion of the differ- 
ent colonies. It derived its authority from public opin- 
ion. This revolutionary body claimed, as against King 
and Parliament, sovereign jurisdiction for itself; and that 
measure of domestic sovereignty, which the colonies all 
along maintained they were entitled to, was conceded to 
them by this revolutionary body. The jurisdiction which 
it was admitted the Crown and Parliament undoubtedly 
possessed passed to the whole people. It never belonged 
to the individual States. This Central Authority raised an 
army, fitted out a navy, commissioned privateers, com- 
missioned military and naval officers, entered into treaty 
engagements with France and other European States, 
established postoffices and created prize courts. It was 
not a representative of any league that had delegated to it 
powers which might at any moment be withdrawn. It, 
in fact, acted upon the assumption that it was itself vested 
with sovereignty. As the government of a nation it had 
made treaties before there was any federal constitution, or 
any Supreme Court, and its acts were upheld, subsequent- 
ly, against State legislation to the contrary. It did not de- 
rive the authority with which it was clothed from the 
States, but it acquired its jurisdiction, by the fortunes of 
war, from Great Britain. And so the framers of the Con- 
stitution, when they met in convention to establish a more 
perfect union, provided for an executive, legislative and 
judicial department of government, to take the place of 
those from which authority had been wrested. It is in- 
teresting, in tracing the constitutional history of your 
country, to observe that the King and Parliament had 
not divested themselves of a superintendence over the 
colonies, and so, in the colonial system, there was pro- 
vided constitutional checks and restraints to preserve the 
sovereignty of the mother country. The framers of the 
Federal Constitution did not always escape from their in- 
fluence, and so we find that it bears distinct traces of this 
ancient environment in the checks provided to restrain 
the executive authority of the President. The duration of 
the Executive Government is suggested by the duration 
of those of the colonies, and there is substituted periodi- 
cal sanction in place of hereditary succession. In form 
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ular election is avoided by the establishment of an 
Electoral College; but party conventions have brought 
about a conventional change in the Constitution, which 
might to-day well nigh provoke a revolution, were the 
law followed and the custom disregarded. 

At the time of the revolution there was the sovereign 
and his constitutional advisers, without whom his royal 
functions could not be discharged, The framers of the 
Constitution were called upon to consider with whom 
the executive authority should be lodged— whether with 
an elective chief, or with him and his council. Under 
the British constitutional system the sovereign can do 
nothing of himself; under your Constitution the President 
is not restrained by any constitutional functions assigned 
to a special body of advisers. The framers of the Constitu- 
tion were of opinion that the executive power could be 
held in restraint more effectually if vested in a single per- 
son than if vested in a chief magistrate and a body of ad- 
visers. In the old colonial establishments there was a 
legislative council that advised the Governor in the dis- 
charge of his executive functions, and a similar duty was 
imposed upon the Senate of the United States, in the 
larger sphere, in which that body is called upon to act. 
So much were the Senators impressed with these special 
duties that for the first seven years of their existence they 
discharged their public duties in private, as they still do 
their executive labors in respect to treaties. This is an- 
other instance in which the environments of the framers 
of the Constitution exercised a very important influence 
upon them. At the time the Constitution was framed the 
States were left in possession of those military powers 
that they exercised as colonists, and which, from our 
point of view, might well have been absorbed by the Cen- 
tral Government. And so with regard to State legisla- 
tion, the dividing line is not so drawn in all cases as to 
prevent the State legislating in such a way, or doing such 
acts, as might seriously compromise or embarrass the 
Federal Government in the discharge of its international 
obligations. During the colonial period the power of dis- 
allowance and the fact that the Governor of the Province 
was, in many cases, an imperial officer, prevented the 
Central Authority from being so compromised. 

Our constitutional system came into existence under 
somewhat different circumstances. Since the separation 
of the United States from Great Britain, Parliamentary 
Government has superseded Prerogative Government, 
and the efficient executive authority of the nation is in the 
hands of the leaders of the party commanding a majority 
in the House of Commons. Before the provinces of 
Canada were united this system of Parliamentary Gov- 
ernment had been introduced into all the provinces of 
British North America. That system was advocated by 
leading members of the Reform party prior to the re- 
bellion in Canada in 1836-38. They stood at the point 
where the ways parted. They carefully studied the sys- 
tem of government which prevailed in the border States, 
and after a full consideration they deliberately chose the 
Parliamentary system which existed in England as one, 
in their opinion, more susceptible to public opinion in its 
legislative policy, and more efficient in the discharge of 
its executive functions. But there was at the time of its 
introduction an incorporate union of Upper and Lower 
Canada established. The people of the two provinces 
were different in their origin. The people of Upper Can- 
ada were of English descent; the people of Lower Canada 
were mainly of French extraction. Their habits of mind 
were different, and the union, as soon as it began to be 
worked, disclosed the fact that much of the legislation 
could not be made of universal application; and although 
there was but one administration and one legislature, it 
became necessary to have some laws which were opera- 
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tive only in each of the sections of the united provinces. 


. In fact, the executive government was practically a dual 


government—one section enjoying the confidence of On- 
tario, the other the confidence of Quebec. In some in- 
stances the majority of one province forced their views 
upon the other in the legislation which was adopted. The 
system led to increasing agitation, not unlike that which 
was produced in the union between Belgium and Hol- 
land, until the government presented the same array of 
hostile geographical parties that existed there, and was 
also seen here on the subject of slavery in Congress for 
the few years that preceded the Civil War. From this 
condition of things escape was had by the federal union 
of the different provinces, which gave to each province 
complete control over property, civil rights, municipal in- 
stitutions and local improvements, which precluded the 
possibility of one province interfering with the local af- 
fairs of another, and confined the general legislation to 
those matters which are of common concern. 


The distribution of power, under our constitution, 
does not differ very widely from that which exists under 
the constitution of the United States. With us the sphere 
of federal authority within the Dominion is somewhat 
more extensive. Our provinces have no militia or mili- 
tary organization of any kind whatsoever. We did not 
think it at all necessary. With them rests for the most 
part the duty of maintaining peace; but to this end the 
police powers with which they are vested enables them to 
discharge their several functions, and to suppress riot and 
disorder, should riot or disorder arise, for under our con- 
stitution a soldier is still a citizen. The central authority 
alone has any military organization. Our Federal Par- 
liament has exclusive jurisdiction over marriage and 
divorce, over the criminal law, over interest and over bills 
of exchange and promissory notes. But the great differ- 
ence between your system and ours is in the constitu- 
tion of the executive government, the government both 
of the provinces and of the Dominion are similar in prin- 
ciple to the executive government of the United King- 
dom. The executive authority in and over Canada is 
in Her Majesty. The executive government is not cre- 
ated by the British North America act. It is declared, 
and so when it is declared to be the object of our con- 
stitutional act to establish a government similar in prin- 
ciple to that of the United Kingdom, you are obliged 
to look to the Parliamentary system of the mother coun- 
try, to the relations between the- executive government 
and Parliament, in order to ascertain what the Constitu- 
tional Law of Canada in this respect is. The head of 
your executive government was appointed or elected at 
fixed periods for a fixed time. Our executive head is 
permanent, but Her Majesty and Her Majesty’s represen- 
tative reign; they do not govern. The executive govern- 
ment of this country is, for the time being, in the hands 
of the Administration. The sovereign or the sovereign’s 
representative, in choosing the Ministers, must choose as 
the Prime Minister the party leader, or some one hav- 
ing the confidence of the majority in the House of Com- 
mons, and the Prime Minister chooses his colleagues 
from among the members of the two houses. They re- 
main advisers of the Crown; they direct its executive and 
legislative policy so long as they have the confidence of 
the House of Commons, and when they cease to have 
that confidence the Crown must call upon the leader of 
some other party to form a new administration. 


The constitution of our system is such that it is read- 
ily impressed by public opinion, and although the House 
of Commons is elected for a period of five years, it may, 
within that period, be dissolved by the Crown, upon the 
advice of its Ministers, and a new election may be had. 
This prerogative of dissolution may be exercised in the 








following cases: When there is a marked antagonism, be- 
tween the two houses upon an important question or 
public policy; when a measure is carried altering the 
franchise and embracing a class of electors who were not 
before included, so that the House of Commons, as it 
was constituted before the change, does not indicate what 
may be the state of public opinion after the change has 
taken place; when a change has been made in the elec- 
toral districts which would make the same vote as given 
before produce different results; when the bye-elections 
that occur to fill vacancies caused by death or by resigna- 
tion show a change in public opinion since the period of 
the general election, and indicate that the House of Com- 
mons, as at present constituted, does not represent the 
state of public opinion now existing. The Crown may 
dismiss its Ministers, but, if it does so, it must find oth- 
ers, commanding the confidence of the House of Com- 
mons, ready and willing to take their places, and this is 
a prerogative that the Crown is not likely to exercise 
without being sure of its ground, because it must find 
advisers, supported by the Commons, ready to assume 
the resposibility of the dismissal. This gives to our con- 
stitutional system of parliamentary government great 
flexibility and makes it the special interest of Ministers 
to carefully study public opinion, and to endeavor, by 
public discussion, to check its growth in a direction which 
may be regarded as injurious to the State. 

I have pointed out the theory contended for by the 
founders of your Republic at the period of revolution, 
that the British Empire was federal in its character, and 
that the federal functions were wholly intrusted to the 
Parliament of Great Britain. This theory accords with 
the principles of the ancient constitution, but it is alto- 
gether inconsistent with the constitutional doctrine of 
the omnipotence of Parliament—a doctrine which be- 
came prominent during the reign of the Stuarts, which 
was of immense consequence in England in establishing 
the supremacy of the King in Parliament over the King 
in Council, but which, though essential to the liberties of 
the United Kingdom, was not equally favorable to the lib- 
erties of the English colonies. In modern times, while 
theoretically the doctrine of the omnipotence of Parlia- 
ment is still maintained in practice, it is seldom assorted 
against the wishes of the people of the colony, and its 
principal service to-day is in giving the form and validity 
of law to such constitutional legislation as the colonists 
themselves may desire from the Imperial Parliament, and 
so distinguishes the constitutional act under which they 
are organized, and which they cannot repeal, from the 
ordinary legislation of the colony. 

Under our constitutional system the province pos- 
sesses not only ordinary legislative powers, but it also 
possesses constituent powers, and may alter or 
amend its constitution in any respect except in rela 
tion to the appointment of the Provincial Governor. The 
doctrine of parliamentary government in the colon 
ies, is well expressed by Lord Salisbury in a speech 
which he made a few years ago in reference to the dis- 
putes between England and France with regard to New- 
foundland. He said: 

“We give them (the Newfoundland people) unlimited 
power in respect to their internal affairs, because 
they will be the people who will suffer if a mistake is 
made. Therefore it is right that they should be, in such 
matters, independent. But if they made a dangerous 
mistake in this matter (a collision with French fisher- 
men), it is not they who will suffer. It is we who run 
the whole risk, and they hardly any risk at all. I do not 
suppose that in case of war with France the French 
would take the trouble to invade Newfoundland. And 
this being our risk, the whole burden of responsibility 
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falling upon us, we shall have the necessary power to de- 
fend our interests and our fellow subjects, and also to 
comply with international law, to fulfill international obli- 
gatiens, and to satisfy the pledged words of the country.” 

This is a constitutional doctrine of universal applica- 
tion with us. Power and responsibility are commen- 
surate with each other. At this time, when our interests 
have grown beyond our own borders, we claim, and have 
conceded to us, in the government of the Empire, a voice 
in the settlement of those questions which may arise of 
an international character, in which we as a portion of 
the Empire are most affected. The imperial side of our 
constitution is necessarily different from yours. Our 
possessions are scattered over the world. We begin as 
children of an enlightened and beneficent parent. As 
we approached manhood we are taken into partnership 
with the parent state, and so our relations, being founded 
on experience and reason, are adjusted to the require- 
ments of the occasion. Thus there has been gradually 
built up, upon the established principles of parliamentary 
government, a constitution, both imperial and represen- 
tative in its character, and embracing the English-speak- 
ing people within the Empire, in all parts of the world, 
adequate to meet all political emergencies. 

The boundary which marks that imperial system you 
have recently crossed, and you have entered upon the 
work which was begun by the mother of free states a 
century ago. You, too, recognizing your high calling, 
have taken up the “White Man’s Burden,” and I am 
sure that the feeling of every Canadian is that this new 
departure in your historical development may be bene- 
ficial to yourselves and of priceless advantage to the 
world. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


Full text of the latest decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts upon com- 
mercial, corporation and financial matters and inv ceiving points of practice valu- 
able to commercial attorneys. 


ASSIGNMENTS BY CORPORATIONS IN CON 
TEMPLATION OF INSOLVENCY. 


Munson v. The Genesee Iron and Brass Works (New 
York Supreme Court, Appellate Division, Fourth 
Department, January Term, 1899). 


Mortgages cuoeuted by a corporation in violation of Section 48 of the 

Stock Corporation Law (Chap. 564, Laws of 1800, which py —4 = 4 
director or stockholder from making any transfer 

on of a may be set aside upon the coplleatien 

of one who, to the recording of the mortgage, but on the 

same 4 obtains a in an action to recover damages for per- 





fjaaak by the defendants, the Flour City National Bank 
and others, from a judgment entered upon the report of a 
referee. 

Action in equity to set aside certain mortgages and con- 
tracts executed by the Genesee Iron and Brass Works. On 
March 24, 1892, the plaintiff had perfected judgment against the 
defendant in an action to recover damages for personal injuries 
for the sum of $3,309.62. About two hours before judgment had 
been perfected the corporation, which was then insolvent, re- 
corded certain mortgages to its other creditors. with intent to 
give them a preference. 

Joseph S. Hunn, for the Flour City National Bank, appel- 
lant. 

Heman W. Morris, for Sullivan & Morris, appellants. 

Joseph A. Stull, in his own behalf, appellant. 

John H. Hopkins, for the Commercial Bank, appellant. 

Charles F. Miller, for the respondent. 

Ward, J.: 

The learned counsel for the appellants present the question 
upon this review whether the plaintiff acquired such an interest 
by her judgment in the tort action, which was rendered after 
the execution of the chattel mortgages, as will entitle her to 
participate in the fund that resulted from the sale of the mort- 
gaged property, and which the judgment in this action directs 
should be recovered from the defendants. It contended that she 
was not a creditor of the Genesee Iron and Brass Works at the 
time of the execution and delivery of the mortgages, and con- 
sequently has no standing whereby she can participate in the 
fund. 

This case must be governed by Section 48 of the Stock Cor- 
poration Law (Chap. 564, Laws of 1890), which is as follows: 
“No corporation which shall have refused to pay any of its 
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notes, or other obligations when due, in lawful mo 

United States, nor any of its officers or directors, 

any of its property to any of its officers, directors or 
holders, directly or indirectly, for the 

and no officer, director or stockholder f shall make any 
transfer or assignment of its property, or of any cine teieel 
to any person in contemplation of its insolvency. 

such transfer or assignment to such officer, director or other 
person, or in trust for them or their benefit shall be voi 

The condemnation of this statute, which reaches this case, 
consists in a corporation making “any transfer or assignment of 
its property, or of any stock therein, to any person in con- 
templation of its insolvency.’ The statute is silent as to who 
can attack this transfer. It is fundamental that the plaintiff 
must have some right or interest in the property which he seeks 
to recover in an action. He may be a contract creditor, and if 
his claim is founded on a tort and its amount was undetermined 
at the time of the transfer, he is in a position, after having ob- 
tained judgment for the damages resulting from the tort, to at- 
tack the transfer and share in the Figg of the corporation. : 
(Kain v. Larkin, 4 App. Div. 209, 210, and cases there cited; Ol- 
ney et al. v. The Conanicut Land Co., 16 R. I, 597.) 

In the last case cited A brought an action against the cor- 
poration for injuries resulting from the negligence of the cor- 
poration. Pending the action, the corporation, then insolvent, 
mortgaged its property to its directors for moneys advanced. 
A, after having recovered judgment, levied on the corporate 
property and filed a bill in equity to set aside the mortgage. 
Held, that A was entitled to have the mortgage declared void 
as against him. Speaking of the company’s liability for tort, 
the court says: “We fail to see that it was any less the duty 
of the directors to protect these liabilities of the company than 
those arising upon contracts.” 

In Marstaller v. Mills (148 N. Y. 398) it was held that a 
cause of action against a domestic business corporation created 
by its negligence could be maintained against the trustees hold- 
ing corporate property for the purpose of distribution, and that 
the word “creditors” includes all those to whom the corporation 
was under any enforcible obligation at the time of its dissolu- 
tion as well as those to whom it was indebted. 

It follows, therefore, that assuming that the statute cited is 
to be construed only as applying to creditors of the corpora- 
tion, the plaintiff comes within that description. 

The learned counsel for the appellants cite Esmond v. Bul- 
lard (16 Hun, 65); Crouch v. Gridl (6 Hill, 250), and Camp- 
bell v. Perkins (8 N. Y. 438) and kindred cases as sustaining 
their contention. These cases arose under bankruptcy acts or 
other statutes which expressly relate to the proving or pay- 
ment of debts. And the courts held that a claim in tort was 
not, strictly speaking, a debt within. the purview of those 
statutes. The Esmond case was affirmed in the Court of Ap- 
peals (sub nom. Losee v. Bullard, 79 N. Y. 404), but upon other 
grounds, that court declining to decide this question. 

The assets of a corporation are a trust fund for the pay- 
ment of its debts and obligations upon which its creditors have 
an equitable lien, both as against the stockholders and all 
transferees except those purchasing in good faith and for value. 
(Cole v. M. I. Co., 183 N. Y. 164. 

This case answers the contention of the banks and of Mr. 
Stull that they should be permitted to hold the funds received 
by them because their claims were founded upon contracts en- 
tered into before the transfers or mortgages were executed and 
were just and equitable. They were not mortgagees in good 
faith; that is, they knew that the corporation was insolvent and 
that it was making the transfer of its property to them in con- 
templation of its insolvency. (Salt v. Ensign, 79 Hun, 107; Jef- 
ferson County National Bank v. Townley, 92 id. 172; Cole v. 
M. I, Co., supra.) 

But it is said that the statute does not apply unless the 
transfer is fraudulent as to creditors, which the referee has not 
found and the proofs do not disclose; that the creditors were 
simply seeking to recover just debts which they were entitled 
to do as vigilant creditors. This contention is answered in 
Kingsley v. First National Bank of Bath (31 Hun, 335), where 
Judge Barker says: “The statute declares the assignment or 
transfer void in case the same is made in coptemplation of in- 
solvency. The question to be determined is not one of fraud, 
or of an intent on the part of the creditor to obtain a prefer- 
ence in the payment of his debt; but the simple inquiry is, was 
there actual or contemplative insolvency and a transfer of 
property for the benefit of creditors? If both these facts are 
established, then the transaction is void.” (Citing many cases.) 

And Judge Finch says in Cole v. M. I. Co. (supra, at p. 
168): ‘“‘The transfer was illegal also because made in contem- 
plation of insolvency. Those who accomplished it knew that its 
necessary and inevitable effect would be to make the corpora- 
tion unable to pay its debts and must be held to have intended 
that consequence of their acts. I do not agree to that reading 
of the statute which limits its prohibition to cases in which 
payment of some note or obligation has been previously re- 
fused. An interpretation so narrow would seriously maim and 
distort the obvious purpose of the statute and make a transfer 
in contemplation of insolvency good the day before a note ma- 
tured and bad the day after.” 

It is further claimed that the statute itself does not apply; 
that it only relates to a transfer made by an officer, director 
or stockholder of the corporation and not the curporation itself. 
This view is too narrow (as Judge Finch said in construing an- 
other part of this same section) and is not warranted by the 
purposes of the statute or the evils it sought to remedy. A 
transfer of corporate property is never made strictly by that 
intangible thing, the corporation, but must of necessity be made 
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by its officers and its agents, executed under the forms of law 
as was done in this case. (Troy Waste Manufacturing Co. v. 
,.738 Hun, 528; Harris v. Thompson, 15 Barb. 64.) 

An austive and learned opinion by the referee reviewing 
the facts and the law in this case has afforded us great assist- 
ance in reaching our conclusion, and we concur in that opinion. 

The judgment appealed from should be affirmed, with costs. 

All concurred, 

The following is the opinion of the referee: 

Elbridge L. Adams, Referee: 

This action was brought to have certain mortgages given 
by the Genesee Iron and Brass Works, to the other defendants, 
upon its real-and personal property, declared void as against 
the plaintiff on three grounds: (1) That they were made and 
accepted by each of the mortgagees with the purpose and intent 
of hindering, delaying and defrauding the creditors of the 
Genesee Iron and Brass Works; (2) that at the time of the ex- 
ecution of said mortgage, the Genesee Iron and Brass Works 
was insolvent and unable to pay its debts, and that said mort- 
gages were given in contemplation of its insolvency; and (3) 
so far as the mortgages to the two banks are concerned, that 
they were given in part for fictitious debts. 

So far as the plaintiff’s action is based on the first and third 
of these grounds, it cannot be maintained for want of proof. 
As bearing on the other ground upon which it is claimed that 
plaintiff may recover, viz., that the transfers in question were 
made in contemplation of insolvency with intent to give prefer- 

ences, the following facts are pertinent: 

The Genesee Iron and Brass Works was incorporated Sept. 

28, 1888, to carry on the business of manufacturing and selling 
earthenware closets. Its capital stock was $50,000, and was all 
issued to Patrick J. Madden for patents. It would seem from 
the evidence, which is not very clear on this point, that Mr. 
Madden afterwards conveyed to the company the real estate on 
West avenue, where the company did its business, as a further 
consideration for the stock issued to him. The patents were 
carried on the books of the corporation at $25,100, and the real 
estate at $18,000. The real estate was mortgaged when the com- 
pany acquired it for $9,000, which was its full value. It does 
not appear what the patents were worth, if indeed they were 
worth anything. The chattel mortgages did not specifically 
name them, but it seems to have been understood by the three 
gentlemen who purchased the personal property sold on the 
foreclosure of the mortgage to the Flour City Bank, that the 
patents were included in the property purchased at the time, 
and for which they paid $3,900. The mortgagee’s agent who 
conducted the sale, swears positively that he did not sell, or 
pretend to sell, the patents under the mortgage, but that, on the 
contrary, he stated that those rights must be acquired directly 
from the company. It does not seem to me to be of much im- 
portance how the title to the patents was acquired. What is 
important is that the purchasers at the sale did acquire it, and 
that their bid of $3,900 was made upon the assumption that 
they were to acquire it. Mr. Sullivan, one of the purchasers, 
testified that most of the property they bought was for use in 
connection with the manufacture of the closets, to which the 
patents related, and would not be available for any other 
closets. The inference is that without the patents this prop- 
erty womld have been of very little value. The value of the 
patents must, therefore, be considered as less than $3,900. 

It would seem that this corporation began business on a 
fictitious capital. As might be expected from such a beginning, 
the company did not prosper. No dividends were ever declared 
on its capital stock. The total expenses of the company for the 
first eight months of the year 1891 were $6,362.93, and during the 
same period it purchased merchandise to the amount of $3,613.05, 
while the total sales for the same time were only $8,641.40. On 
the 24th of March, 1892, the balance sheet showed the company 
to be in this condition: 

ASSETS. 


(Not including property mortgaged, nor patents.) 


Goon aemeints. Ge. « 0:c:00:4 0ens cpewsws istec nc cukyees «os.s) C15 
(Of this amount $798 had been carried on the books 
for some time.) 
eT eee eee 91 
Cash in Commercial Bank ....... dn oun eave eat b a un oes 9.62 
Se (0G Ts cnn o atid ansh pcns ene COW 6 oul Teen puccain’ 2.74 
Due from D, H. Sullivan......... utils the dule othe ewh’ «een 15.57 
POCRE tits nets 24096 cnn A Dad ng: ies $1,388.21 
LIABILITIES. 
(Not including Munson judgment.) 
neg kc Be eT LK LTTE eee $4,399.26 
ag eee Eee eC 10,254.15 
Se eT ee ea pe eer 608.68 
BUe P. HK aeons’ ss SF. oes See ce ROA i.e 91.90 
$15,353.99 


On the 24th of March, 1892, the plaintiff recovered a verdict 
against the Genesee Iron and Brass Works in an action for 
damages for personal injuries, tried at the Monroe Circuit. 
The case had gone on the day calendar on the 18th of March; 
the trial commenced on the 22d or 23d day of March, and on the 
morning of the 24th, at the opening of court, the jury brought in 
& Sealed verdict of $3,000, on which judgment for $3,309.62 dam- 
ages and costs, was docketed the same day at 11.10 o’clock a, m. 

On the same morning, between 9.20 a. m. and 9.30 a. m., there 
were recorded in the Monroe County Clerk’s office mortgages on 
the corporation’s West avenue real estate to Sullivan, Morris & 
Jerome for $600, to Joseph A. Stull for $200, to the Commercial 





same time there were filed chattel mortgages covering all the 
company’s personal property to the same parties, with the ex- 
ception of Stull, and for the same amounts. 

These mortgages were all dated March 19, 1892, were executed 
by Patrick J. Madden as president, and were duly acknow)- 
edged by him the same day, before the same commissioner of 
deeds. They were authorized by a meeting of the Board of Di- 
rectors, held March 17, and were prepared and executed in the 
office of the company’s attorneys, Sullivan, Morris & Jerome. 
Mr, Sullivan, of that firm, said at the meeting of directors that 
he wanted a mortgage to secure his attorney’s fees in case the 
Munson case went against him. The meeting was not called in 
the regular way, and only three of the five directors attended 
it. At least one of the other two directors had no notice or 
knowledge of the meeting. 

An execution issued upon the plaintiff's judgment March 25, 
bo omy at 2.55 o’clock p. m., was returned unsatisfied March 29, 


The sale under the chattel mortgage given to the Flour City 
National Bank was held on April 2, 1892. By arrangements be- 
tween themselves, all the defendants shared in the proceeds of 
this sale pro rata. 

A receiver of the corporation was appointed on April 14, 1892, 
in an action brought by a creditor. The only money or prop- 
erty that ever came into his hands was a balance of ninety- 
one cents on deposit in the Flour City Bank to the credit of the 
company. 

The corporate real estate was sold upon foreclosure of the 
first mortgage and no surplus was realized. 

Upon this state of facts, it is claimed by the plaintiff that 
the mortgages to the various defendants were made by the cor- 
poration in contemplation of its insolvency, and so are void. 

There can be very little if any doubt that the Genesee Iron 
and Brass Works was practically insolvent in March, 1892. Its 
assets were only one-third of its liabilities, not including in the 
latter its capital stock. It had been doing business at a loss 
for some time. So far as the proof shows, it had not refused 
to pay any of its obligations when due, up to March 24. By 
dint of renewals it had succeeded in keeping its paper good. 
But the time was coming when the company could not meet 
its obligations in the ordinary course of business when due. 
And, in addition to its fixed obligations, there was the contin- 
gent liability of an unfavorable verdict in the Munson case 
hanging over the company’s treasury. This contingency evi- 
dently assumed the proportion of an expectation, for on the 
19th of March, when that case was on the day calendar of the 
Circuit Court, a meeting of the directors was hastily sum- 
moned by the company’s attorneys, and preparations were 
made to protect the attorneys and the banks against the an- 
ticipated disaster. The mortgages were prepared and executed, 
and left with the attorneys on the 19th. On the 24th, the day 
they were filed, the mortgages to both banks were handed to the 
attorney for the Flour City Bank, who naturally wondered 
that the mortgages running to the Commercial Bank should be 
delivered to him, and inquired the reason for it. He was told 
that the directors had given instructions that the mortgages 
were to be delivered together and were to stand together, and if 
he took one he would have to take both. Thereupon he took 
them both and filed them at the same time, 9.30 a. m, The mort- 
gages to the attorneys had been filed ten minutes before. Im- 
mediately upon filing the mortgages, and apparently without 
waiting to hear the verdict in the Munson case, the attorney for 
the Flour City Bank went to the works of the corporation, took 
possession of the property under the chattel mortgages, put a 
man in charge and advertised a sale for the 2d of April. Read- 
ing motives in the light of events, it would seem to be plair. 
that, irrespective of the outcome of the Munson case, the di- 
rectors of the Genesee Iron and Brass Works had decided they 
could not go on with the business, when they authorized the 
mortgages. The natural effect of filing mortgages covering all 
of the corporate property, real and personal, to four several 
creditors, would be to discredit the corporation, and invite suit 
by the unsecured creditors. 

However this may be, I think it may fairly be said, in view 
of all the circumstances, the hurried meeting of the directors a 
few days before the case was to be tried, the remark of the 
company’s attorney to the effect that he wanted to be secured 
against an adverse verdict, the holding of the mortgages for 
five days after they were executed, and the filing of them a 
few minutes before the jury rendered a sealed verdict, that the 
transfers were made in contemplation of the insolvency which 
would inevitably follow the entry of a judgment in the Munson 
case, and with the purpose of preferring other creditors above 
this plaintiff. 

Having arrived at this conclusion, we have next to con- 
sider the question whether these mortgages were within the 
inhibition of any statute which was in effect at the time they 
were made, for they were undobutedly good at common law. 

Prior to 1890 the statutory restriction upon transfers by cor- 
porations was as follows: ‘Whenever any incorporated com- 
pany shall have refused the payment of any of its notes, etc., 
* * * it shall not be lawful to make any transfer or assign- 
ment in contemplation of the insolvency of such company to 

any person or persons whatever.” (Laws 1825, p. 450, chap. 325, 
VI.; 1 Birdseye Rev. Stat. 679, § 33.) 

This statute was repealed in 1882 (Chap. 402, § 1, subd. 39), 
but again re-enacted in 1884 (Chap. 434) by the repeal of the Re- 
pealing Act. It was again repealed in 1890 by the Stock Cor- 
poration Law (Chap. 564, Laws of 1890), Section 48 of which is 
as follows: ‘No corporation which shall have refused to pay 
any of its notes or other obligations when due, in lawful money 
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of the United States, nor any of its officers or directors shal! 
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assign any of its property to any of its officers, directors or 
stockholders, directly or indirectly, for the payment of any debt; 
and no officer, director or stockholder thereof shall make any 
transfer or assignment of its property, or of any stock therein, 
to any person in contemplation of its insolvency; and every 
such transfer or assignment to such officer, director or other 
person, or in trust for them or for their benefit, shall be void.” 


This again was amended on May 18, 1892 (Chap. 688, Laws 
of 1892, § 48), so as to read: “No conveyance, assignment or 
transfer of any property of any such corporation by it or by any 
officer, director or stockholder thereof, nor any payment made, 
judgment suffered, lien created or security given by it or by 
any officer, director or stockholder, when the corporation is in- 
solvent, or its insolvency is imminent, with the intent of giving 
a preference to any particular creditor over other creditors of 
the corporation, shail be valid.” 


The statute which was in force at the time the transfers 
in question were made was the one enacted in 1890, and not re- 
pealed until May 18, 1892. It is claimed by the defendants that 
the statute does not affect the transfers for two reasons: First, 
because it does not prohibit transfers by the corporation itself, 
but only those made by an officer, director or stockholder; and, 
second, because the Genesee Iron and Brass Works had not “re- 
fused to pay any of its notes or other obligations when due, in 
lawful money of the United States,” prior to the execution of 
the mortgages. In support of their construction of the statute, 
the learned counsel for the defendant banks contend that when 
an original statute, which in distinct terms forbade certain acts 
on the part of the corporation, and also on the part of its offi- 
cers, is changed by omitting the prohibition against the acts 
of the corporation, leaving the prohibition against the acts 
of the officers in full force, and then is again amended so that 
once more the corporation, as well as its officers, is forbidden to 
do certain things, it cannot be said that the legislative intent 

. has remained precisely the same. This would be a technical 

_ construction of a statute which, being remedial in its purpose, 
should be liberally construed with a view to effectuating the 
intention of the Legislature, which was to secure equality 
among the creditors of insolvent incorporations. (Throop v. 
H. L. Co., 125 N. Y. 530, 533.) The statute of 1890 is substantially 
the same as the one for which it was substituted. (French v. 
Andrews, 81 Hun. 274; affd., 145 N. Y. 441.) The language of the 
statute is not so precise as it might be, but it can mean only 
one thing, viz., that a transfer of the property of a corporation, 
made in contemplation of its insolvency, is void. This construc- 
tion of the statute has quite recently been adopted by the Gen- 
eral Term in the second department. (Troy Waste Mfg. Co. v. 
Harrison, 73 Hun, 528.) Counsel for defendants concede that 
this is an apparent authority against them, but they contend 
that it is not in harmony with the decisions of the Court of 
Appeals in several cases wherein a distinction between the acts 
of officers and the acts of the corporation is indicated. They 
cite Throop v. H. L. Co. (125 N. Y. 630, 534): Phillips v. Camp- 
bell (43 id. 271); Sheldon Hat Blocking Co. v. Eickemeyer H. B. 
M. Co. (90 id. 607); Paulding v. Chrome Steel Co. (94 id. 334). 


I have examined these cases and they do not appear to me 
to conflict with the case in 73 Hun. 

The contention that the word “thereof” in the statute of 
1890 relates to a corporation which has “refused to pay any of 
its notes or other obligations when due in lawful money of the 
United States,” would seem to be disposed of adversely to de- 


fendants by Cole v. M. Il. Co. et al. (133 N. Y. 164). That case 
arose under the Revised Statutes, but the language is quite sim- 
ilar. It might be claimed with just as much force that the 
words “such company” in the old statute refer to a company 
which “shall have refused the payment of any of its debts.” 
The learned counsel for defendant banks, while not con- 








ceding the insolvency, present or imminent, of the Genesee Iron 
and Brass Works, contend with much earnestness and equal in- 
genuity, that even if the company was insolvent, or contem- 
plating insolvency at the time these mortgages were given, 
there is no proof that the mortgages were given in contempla- 
tion of that insolvency, but that, on the contrary, the evidence 
requires the finding that they were demanded by the banks 
and given by the. corporation in the ordinary course of business, 
and so are within the prineiple of Paulding v. Chrome Steel Co. 
(94 N. Y. 339) and kindred cases. The evidence which it is 
claimed suppofts this contention is the testimony of Mr. Hatha- 
way, the president at that time of the Flour City Bank, and of 
Mr. Pond, who was then cashier of the Commercial Bank. 


Mr. Hathaway testified that on the 15th or 16th of March, 
1892, Mr. Madden, president of the iron and brass works, came 
in and stated that they needed more money badly, and would 
secure the bank by a mortgage on their real estate on West ave- 
nue,and also,if required,on their personal property. The amount 
Madden mentioned was a few hundred dollars. Hathaway 
told him they could use the money upon giving that security, 
and the following day Madden brought in two notes which Hath- 
away marked for discount to the credit of the company. These 
notes were dated March 17, 1892, and were made, one by Mary 
Egan, for $350 and interest, and the other by W. A. Granger, 
for $422.63 and interest, payable in three months to the order 
of the Genesee Iron and Brass Works. On or about March 2 
Madden brought in two more notes, dated that day, one made 
by Peter F. Keefe, for $300, and the other by Patrick J. Mad- 
den, the company’s president, for $200, payabie 1a three months 
with interest. Before discounting them, Mr. Hathaway in- 
quired of the bank’s attorney whether the mortgages had been 
delivered and filed, and upon being assured that they were 
made and ready for delivery and would be filed, he marked the 
notes for discount and the proceeds were placed to the com- 
pany’s credit. Upon cross-examination Mr. Hathaway stated 
that these four notes were all new paper, and were marked for 
new discount. In this he seems to have been mistaken, for the 
books of the bank, which were afterward introduced, show 
quite unmistakably that all but the Madden note were renewals 
of notes of the same makers which had been in the bank for 
some time. Mr. Hathaway admitted that he did not consider 
the account of the Genesee Iron and Brass Works a profitable 
one at that time; that he knew of the Munson suit which was 
pending, and that he knew the giving and recording of the chat- 
tel mortgage would tend to discredit the company. 


Mr. Pond, of the Commercial Bank, testified in substance that 
Mr. Madden came to his bank and wanted a little additional 
loan, and it was agreed that his company should give a chattel 
mortgage which should cover its indebtedness to both banks. 
It is conceded that no additional loan was made to the com- 
pany by the Commercial Bank after this arrangement. This 
testimony is corroborated so far as the transactions were with- 
in his knowledge, by the attorney for the Flour City Bank, and 
it must be considered as proved that an arrangement was meade 
between the two banks and the company by which the latter 
agreed to give mortgages on all its property, real and personal, 
to secure its indebtedness to the former, and in consideration 
of which the Flour City Bank discounted a new note for $20 
This, however, it seems to me, is far from saying that the 
transaction was an ordinary business transaction, without any 
thought in mind of either party of the company’s impending 
disaster, It may very well be that the officers of the two banks 
were not aware of the company’s bankrupt condition nor of the 
disastrous effects of an unfavorable verdict in the Munson case. 
The statute, however, does not make the question depend upo? 
the knowledge or intent of the creditor, but “upon what. was 
passing in the minds of the officers of the company when the 
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mortgage was executed.” (Paulding v. Chrome Steel Co., 94 
N. Y. 341.) It will hardly be claimed that Mr. Madden, when 
he made the arrangement by which these securities were given, 
and an additional loan of $200 obtained, was ignorant of the 
embarrassed condition of his company, nor that he failed to 
appreciate that certain disaster would follow upon the heels of 
a verdict for any considerable amount in the Munson case. 
If Mr. Madden and the other officers of the corporation, not- 
withstanding the pressure of great embarrassments, had en- 
tertained an honest expectation, in the exercise of a reasonable 
intelligence, of going on with the business and paying the debts, 
and to that end had borrowed of the defendant banks the nec- 
essary money, upon the security of the mortgages, their acts 
could not be brought within the operation of the statute. Even 
if the securities had been created for the purpose of raising 
money in order to distribute it by preferential payments among 
the creditors, it would be the payments and not the securities 
on which the money was raised which the statute would avoid. 
(Curtis v, Leavitt, 15 N. Y. 113.) There is here, however, no such 
situation. At most, only $200 was advanced upon the mort- 
gages, which, on their face, purport to be securities for an in- 
debtedness “due and to become due,” and not for future ad- 
vances. None of the authorities to which I have been referred 
has gone the length of holding that a mortgage given mainly as 
security for a pre-existing indebtedness will be made valid be- 
cause a small part of the consideration was a new loan. Were 
it not for the maxim ‘‘void in part, void in toto,” it might be 
possible to hold that the mortgage to the Flour City Bank was 
valid to the extent of the money actually advanced upon it. 

It is also urged by the defendants that the facts of this case 
bring it within the rule which was thus stated by Judge Dan- 
forth in Paulding v. Chrome Steel Co. (supra): “If they (the 
Officers of the corporation) acted in pursuance of a previous 
contract, by which the company was bound, either in law or 
equity, or otherwise, under such circumstances that it could not 
have a choice, the condition of insolvency became of no mo- 
ment, for it was not in contemplation, or in their minds. The 
intention in such case must be referred to an actual obligation 
which the debtor was bound to fulfill.” That language was used 
with reference to a chattel mortgage which was given wholly 
for money advanced, and some five years after the loan was 
made, in fulfillment of an agreement made at the time, to give 
such security. I do not understand that this doctrine has any 
application to a case where the agreement to give security is 
made after the corporation has become insolvent, or when it is 
expected it will shortly become so, 

There remains one other question to be considered: Is the 
Vainti‘t a creditor who can maintain this action? The learned 
®ounsel for the Flour City Bank maintains that she is not, and 
Quotes from the opinion in Esmond v. Bullard (16 Hun. 65), 
Which was an action against trustees of a corporation in default 
of an annual report, as follows: ‘The whole object of the stat- 
Ute (Laws 1848, ch. 40, sec, 12) is to protect persons voluntarily 
@ealing with the corporation and trusting its credit, not to pro- 





tect those injured by mere tort.’’ The statute referred to pro- 
vided that the trustees of a corporation, in certain cases, ‘‘shall 
be liable jointly and severally for all the debts of the company 
then existing and for all that shall be contracted,” etc.; and 
it was held that a liability for a tort is not a debt under a stat- 
ute which is to be construed strictly; it is not contracted, for it 
does not grow out of contract. The object of that statute, and 
of all statutes which impose a liability upon directors for the 
payment of claims of creditors, is said to be partly to induce 
the directors to do their prescribed duties and partly to secure 
the company’s creditors from losses caused by the acts of those 


who have control over the company’s fortunes. (Morawetz 
Priv. Corp. § 908.) 

The object of the statute prohibiting preferences by in- 
solvent corporations is, as we have seen, to secure an equal dis- 
tribution of the assets among all the creditors. Creditors of 
such corporations are not discouraged by the courts from ob- 


taining such preferences as they may by diligence; the officers 
of the corporation may not, however, actively aid a creditor to 
secure payment before the others. The law declares all trans- 
fers made with that purpose utterly void—not void as against 


contract creditors only, but, I take it, as against any person 
who would be entitled to share ratably in the assets of the 
corporation, as they would be distributed by a receiver. 

It has been uniformly held that the protection of the Stat- 
ute of Frauds extends to persons whose claims arise from torts. 
(Wait Fraud. Conv. § 90.) Judge Daniels said, in Martin v. 


Walker (12 Hun, 46, 51): “Conveyances made to defraud a 
party entitled to claim satisfaction for a liability arising out of 
the commission of a tort, can have no greater validity in law 
or equity than they would have if made to defeat the payment 
of an unquestioned and acknowledged indebtedness. All ob- 
ligations are alike to be protected against the fraudulent dispo- 
sition of the property of the party liable to satisfy them. The 
intent which will vitiate them in the one case, must be equally 
as fatal to them in the other.” The statute we nave been con- 
sidering was designed to prevent frauds on creditors. (Troy 
Waste Mfg. Co. v. Harrison, 73 Hun. 528, 532.) If it be said that 
the person recovering judgment on a tort, after the transfer, is 
a subsequent creditor, and that, therefore, actual fraud must 
be established to set aside the conveyance as to him (Fuller v. 
Brown, 76 Hun, 569), the answer will be that this conveyance 
was made with the intention of preventing the plaintiff from 
collecting her anticipated judgment, and so was an actual fraud 
on her. 

The question is apparently a new one in the courts of this 
State, and with no authority constraining me, I am not in- 
clined to hold that a corporation may dispose of its property so 
as to defeat the claims of those who have been injured by its 
tortious acts, thought it may not do so as to defeat the claims 
of its contract creditors. I prefer rather to follow the Supreme 
Court of Rhode Island which, in an action precisely like this, 
said: “As trustees for creditors, we think the directors were 
as much bound to care for those who had given them notice of 
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their claims suits in case they should succeed in obtaining 
judgment as for those whose claims had been already ascer- 
tained.” Their action was taken with full knowledge that these 
claims might ripen into judgments entitled to payment ‘from 
the cocky Ed the company. We fail to see that it was any 
less the d of the directors te protect these liabilities of the 
company than those arising upon contracts which the holders 
were not prosecuting to ju ent.” (Olney v. Conanicut Land 
Co., 5 L. R. A. 361.) 

It follows that plaintiff is entitled to judgment declaring the 
mortgages void. 


Judgment affirmed, with costs, on the opinion of Ward, J., 
and of the referee. 





PAROL EVIDENCE AS AFFECTING WRITTEN 
CONTRACTS AND RECEIPTS. 





Milich v. Armour Packing Co., Supreme Court of 
Kansas, Feb. 11, 1899. 


The general doctrine is that all oral negotiations are merged in the 
written agreement, and that the terms of such agreement cannot be con- 
tradicted, altered, added to or varied by parol evidence. A mere receipt, 

, is subject to be explained, controlled or contradicted by parol 
testimony. Still, if the writing purporting to be a receipt is in fact a 
completed contract of the parties, parol evidence is inadmissible to vary 
or contradict its terms. 

Action to recover damages for breach of an alleged contract 
of employment. The father of plaintiff was killed while in the 
employ of defendant through, as was claimed, the negligence 
of the latter’s employees. To settle the controversy the plain- 
tiff alleges that the defendant verbally agreed to give him em- 
ployment in addition to paying him certain sums of money. 


An agreement was drawn up simply reciting the fact of the 
death of plaintiff's father, that there was some controversy as 
to whether it was caused by the negligence of Armour & Com- 
pany, and that the plaintiff, in consideration of receiving $200, 
released all claims he might have; that if plaintiff should ob- 
tain the release of his mother and the other heirs, the company 
would pay the further sum of $300 to such other persons, and 
if there should prove to be no widow or heirs the plaintiff 
should himself receive the $300. There was also a release by 
the widow of deceased, who authorized her son to receive the 
$200 due her. 


Getty & Hutchings and J. C. Rosenberger, for plaintiff in 
error. Karnes, Hagerman & Krauthoff and Angevine & Cub- 
bison, for defendant in error. 


JOHNSTON, J. (after stating the facts). From the plead- 
ings and plaintiff's statement of the case, it was made clearly 
to appear that all the negotiations of the parties preceded the 
signing of the agreement made between them, and that the 
only consideration for the same was the alleged liability of the 
defendant for the injury and death of plaintiff's father. It 
is not claimed that fraud was used in inducing the settlement 
which was made, or in procuring the execution of the agreement 
which was signed by both parties. The execution and validity 
of the agreement were in fact conceded, but it is insisted by 
plaintiff that it does not express all of the agreements of the 
parties, but that a part consideration for the release was the 
parol promise of permanent employment, which was not em- 
bodied in the writing. The only question, therefore, presented 
for decision, is whether the parol promise of employment, which 
it is alleged constituted a part of the consideration for the set- 
tlement and release, may be proved by parol. The general doc- 
trine is that all oral negotiations are merged in the written 
agreement, and that the terms of such agreement cannot be 
contradicted, altered, added to, or varied by parol evidence. 
Parties who reduce their agreements to writing, and intend to 
make the writings the only evidence of their agreements, would 
have little protection against defective memories, or the un- 
certainty of oral testimony, if parol proof of provisions incon- 
sistent with those embodied in the writings may be received. 
There are well-recognized exceptions to the rule excluding oral 
and extrinsic proof, as that a mere receipt is subject to be 
explained, controlled, or contradicted by parol testimony. And 
so it is with a formal recital in a deed of conveyance acknowl- 
edging the receipt of purchase money. Such an acknowledg- 
ment, like an ordinary teceipt, is subject to be explained, 
varied, and contradicted by extrinsic testimony. Unilateral ad- 
missions of this charaetse are not conclusive upon the parties 
making them, but, if a writing purporting to be a receipt is in 
fact a completed contract of the parties, parol evidence is in- 
admissible to vary or contradict its terms. Railroad Co, v. 
Hicks, 30 Kan. 288, 1 Pac. 396; Railroad Co. v. Imhoff, 3 Kan. 
App. 765, 45 Pac. 627. Where the consideration stated in a deed 
is mere recital, and bears no evidence of having been made a 
matter of contract, parties are not estopped to show a differ- 
ent consideration; but where it appears to be more than a mere 
recital, and is in any wise contractual, parol evidence cannot 
be admitted; nor will it be received where it would operate to 
defeat or destroy the conveyance itself. Miller v. Edgerton, 38 
Kan, 36, 15 Pac., 894. Where the written agreement is incom- 
plete, and it is obvious that it does not embrace the entire agree- 
ment of the parties, oral testimony may be received to sup- 
plement and explain what is written. But the writing in the 
present case does not fall within any of the exceptions. It was 
more than a mere recital or unilateral admission, as it was 
signed by both the plaintiff and the defendant. The -nego- 
tiations proceeded for a considerable time, and culminated in 
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the agreement, which upon its appears to be complete 
and a final disposition of the Staltee bed rights of the parties. 
It recites the death of plaintiff's father, the claim that it was 
due to the negligence of the defendant, the desire of the par- 
ties to settle all claims of liability that might exist by reason 
of the death (a reference was made to the next of kin, who 
were entitled to claim d if the death was due to nezgli- 
gence), and provided that the Armour Packing should 
pay to Peter an account of the claim the sum of cash, 
For this amount of money he agreed to satisfy all claims of 
any and every kind arising out of, or in any wise connected 
with, any claim for the death of his father. More than that, he 
was required by the terms of the agreement to make diligent 
effort to obtain the release of his mother on or before a cer- 
tain time, for the sum of $300; and if it turned out that she 
was dead, and there were no next of kin, and the plaintiff was 
the sole representative of his mother, the $300 should be paid 
to the plaintiff. The contract evidences the complete disposi- 
tion of the plaintiff's interest by reason of the death of his 
father, and the complete settlement of his claims for such death. 
It is evident that the amount to be paid by reason of the lia- 
bility for the death of the father was the important feature of 
the agreement, and, judging from the acts that were to be per- 
formed by both parties, it is clear that the consideration entered 
into the contract, and is not merely matter of recital. On the 
other hand, it is expressly admitted that the only considera- 
tion for the written as well as the alleged oral agreement 
was the liability arising from the injury and death of the 
father. In the written agreement, however, which was executed, 
the plaintiff, besides stipulating to do other things, clearly and 
expressly released the defendant from that liability, and for 
a specified sum of money. Nothing in the writing suggests that 
the amount of money was not the whole consideration, nor 
that the agreement was only a partial discharge of the liabil- 
ity. It would be difficult to suggest language more clearly in- 
dicating a purpose to discharge the defendant from all lia- 
bility for the expressed consideration than was used in this 
writing. To permit the plaintiff to show the parol promise 
would be a material addition to a contract apparently com- 
plete in itself, and one entirely inconsistent with its terms. In 
Cornell v. Railroad Co., 25 Kan. 613, an agreement relinquishing 
a right of way to a railroad company for a specified considera- 
tion was made between the parties; but afterward the land- 
owner claimed that an oral agreement had been made, and that, 
as a further consideration for the relinquishment, he was to 
have an annual pass during his life, and a reduction of $10 
from the regular rates for each car of freight which he might 
ship to St. Louis. It was held, however, that the agreement 
was the best possible evidence of the intent of the parties, that 
it presumably embraced all the negotiations of the parties, and, 
therefore, that evidence of the parol agreement, which would 
enlarge the written contract and materially vary its terms, was 
not admissible. Jessup v. Railway Co., 99 Lowa, 189, 68 N. W. 
673, is a pertinent authority in this case. The plaintiff was 
employed by the defendant, and while in the service was in- 
jured through the alleged negligence of the defendant. A writ- 
ten agreement was made, by the terms of which the defendant 
was to pay the plaintiff $400, certain board and doctor bills, 
and furnish him withan artificial limb, in consideration of 
which the plaintiff released the defendant from all liability for 
damages growing out of the injury. Afterward the plaintiff 
brought an action, and undertook to prove, as an additional con- 
sideration, an alleged oral agreement for permanent employ- 
ment; but the court ruled that the written contract should be 
deemed to express the real intent of the parties, and that evi- 
dence of the parol and contemporaneous agreement could not 
be received. Myron v. Railroad Co., 19 R. I. 125, 32 Atl. 165, in- 
volved the same question, and was decided in the same way. 
The plaintiff, who was injured, agreed to release the defend- 
ant from all present or future liability for the injury, in con- 
sideration of $900. In the face of the, release, however, he 
afterward claimed that a part of the agreement was that the 
defendant should give him employment at certain wages 30 
long as he should live, and be willing to remain in the employ 
of the company. The court remarked that to allow him to 
prove the parol agreement “‘would be to permit the plaintiff by 
oral testimony to add to the terms of a written instrument, 
which is apparently complete in itself, a matter concerning 
which the instrument is silent; and that, too, when, in legal 
contemplation, the release is to be regarded as the only evi- 
dence of the contract of the parties as finally concluded.” See. 
also, White v. Railroad Co., 110 N. C. 456, 15 S. E. 197; Railway 
Co. v. Dearborn, 9 C. C. A. 286, 60 Fed. 880; Baum v. Lynn, 
72 Miss. 982, 18 South. 428; Cummings v. Baars (Minn.) 31 N. W. 
449. The plaintiff strongly relies on Pennsylvania Co. v. Dolan, 
6 Ind. App. 109, 32 N. E. 802, and Harrington v. Railway Co. 
60 Mo. App. 228,. but the writings upon which the decisions are 
based in those cases are quite dissimilar from that in the case 
at bar, and neither of them, ‘as will be seen, was decided by 
courts of last resort; and even in these cases the exception 
to the rule is recognized, that where the parties have un- 
dertaken to specify the consideration in the writing, and such 
consideration is contractual in its nature, parol evidence of 
other or’ different eonsiderations will not be admitted. The 
writing in the present case is so clearly contractual in charac- 
ter as to hardly admit of discussion, and, under the authorities, 
parol proof of other understandings than those embodied in the 
writing cannot be received. From the opening statement of 
counsel, it is clear that the plaintiff is not entitled to recover 
upon either count of his petition, and therefore the judgment 





of the district court will be affirmed. All the justices con- 
curring. 
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of procedure and practice, of the attorney in 
charge, to properly present the merite of his 
case for judicial determination. 

This condition of affairs lead us to under- 
take to publish the American Practice Re- 
ports, in which leading and important cases 
from all courts of last resort will be given, 
with points of adjective law, thoroughly an- 
notated, in order to fally advise lawyers upon 
all important rulings relating to the decisions 
in question. 

Write for a prospectus and sample numbers. 


Washington Law Book Company, 
1422 F Street, N. W., Washington, D.C. 
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BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED 
STATES VOLUNTEERS. 


During the night of March 24, at the 
headquarters of the Second Brigade, Sec- 
ond Division, Seventh Army Corps, at 
Camp Columbia, the officers and men of 
that corps who were members of the bar 
organized the Bar Association of the 
United States Volunteers. Thirty-nine 
men, representing eleven States, partici- 
pated. A constitution was adopted and 
officers were elected. The object of the 
association is to perpetuate the memory 
of friendly professional association 
formed during the Spanish-American 
war, and for the mutual benefit of its 
members. It purposes to render such so- 
cial and professional assistance as op- 
portunities may offer, to arrange for an- 
nual meetings and to publish a list of 
lawyer members annually. 


Applicants who have been soldiers or 
sailors of the United States during the 
late war, of honorable military or naval 
record, and who are members of the bar; 
civilians, employees of any military or 
naval department of the Government 
during the war are eligible to member- 
ship. The applications for membership 
are not restricted to the Seventh Army 
Corps, but are intended for members of 
the entire army and navy who served at 
any time during the late war. The offi- 
cers elected are the following named: 

Commander, J. E. Bloom, Assistant 
Adjutant General; lieutenant command- 
er, S. E. Clapp, Major Forty-ninth Iowa; 
adjutant, R. E. L. Watkins, Lieutenant 
Fourth Virginia Infantry; Board of 
Strategy—Trustees, J. E. Bloom, R. E. L. 
Watkins, W. S. Hart, Lieutenant Forty- 
ninth Iowa; A. F. W. MacManus, Cap- 
tain First Texas; W. B. Hale, Captain 
and Chief of Staff, and eleven aides-de- 
camp for eleven States. The aides-de- 
camp for the other States will be ap- 
pointed hereafter. 





The organization owes its origin to the 
efforts of Capt. Bloom, and was formed 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 

















A special meeting of the Colorado Bar 
Association was held on March 15 in the 
a Court room to — upon a num- 


of 4 
The following were Voted upon and 
received as members: Frank J. Annis, 
Fort Collins; Thomas J. Black, Colorado 
Springs; Byron L. Carr, Longmont; F. D. 
Catlin, Montrose; C. C. Goodale, 
c. C. Hamlin, Colorado ~ akg 8 
A. Kilgore, La Junta; Henry P. Krell, 
Leadville; E. L. Regennitter, Idaho 
Springs; John H. Voorhees, Pueblo; 8. 
Harrison White, Pueblo; W. H. B t, 
Calvin P. Butler, Robert Collier, L. 
Dayton, George Z. Dimmitt, Charles W. 
Everett, Jacob Fillius, George L. Hodges, 
Samuel 8S. Large, Frank McDonough, 
Edwin H. Park and Frederick H. Ran- 
dall, all of Denver. 

Papers were read by Judge H. N. 
Haynes of Greeley, his subject being 
“The Superintending Control of the Su- 
preme Court Over Inferior Courts,” and 
Prof. William L. Murfree, of the law de- 
partment of the State University at 
Boulder, his subject being “Some Prob- 
lems in a Legal Education.” 

The Colorado Bar Association was or- 
ganized in September, 1897, and already 
has a membership of 115. 


CONNECTICUT. 


The twentieth annual banquet of the 
Bridgeport Bar Association was held on 
the evening of April 7. About ninety 
were present. The election of officers re- 
sulted as follows: Albert M. Tallmadge, 
president; Charles S. Canfield, vice-presi- 
dent; William H. Kelsey, secretary; 
William T. Haviland, treasurer; Commit- 
tee of Arrangements, A. M. Wooster, J. 
B. Klein, H. N. Wakeman, J. 8S. Pullman, 
Carl Foster and A. M. Marsh. Hon. 
Morris B. Beardsley acted as toastmas- 
ter, and the speakers and subjects were: 
“Fairy Tales,” William H. Kelsey; “The 
Bench,” Hon. H. J. Curtis; “Oratory,” 
T. M. Cullinan; “Our Baby,” W. B. 
Boardman; “Politics,” D. Davenport; 
“The Law and Reminiscences of the 
Bar,” L. N. Middlebrook. In “Short Cal- 
endar,” C. S. Canfield, Carl Foster, J. 
S. Pullman, W. T. Haviland, J. B. Klein, 
G. E. Hill and others pleaded their cause 
well. 


A meeting of the Fairfield County Bar 
Association was held at the county court 
house at Bridgeport on March 24, at 
which a committee composed of E. L. 
Tallmadge of that city, and M. B. Scott 
of Danbury were appointed to report on 
a number of matters now before the Leg- 
islature. 

The annual meeting of the Hartford 
Bar Association and the Hartford Bar 
Library Association was held on March 
24. At the meeting of the Hartford Bar 
Association Roger Welles was chosen 
chairman and Judge Henney clerk. There 
was only routine business transacted, 
and the following officers were elected 
for the ensuing year: Charles E. Per- 
kins, president; Henry C. Robinson, vice- 
president; William F. Henney, clerk. 

At the meeting of the Hartford Bar 
Library Association, which followed im- 
mediately after, the officers of last year 
were unanimously elected. Edward D. 

Robbins was chosen chairman and 
Hiram R. Mills acted as clerk. Mr. Mills, 
the treasurer, submitted his report, show- 
ing a balance on hand of $738.13. This 
report was unanimously accepted. The 
old officers re-elected were: Louis E. 
Stanton, president; Charles J. Hoadley 
and John R. Buck, vice-presidents; li- 
brary committee, Charles E. Perkins, 
Charles E. Gross and Charles E. Briscoe; 
secretary and treasurer, Hiram R. Hills; 
librarian, John W. Walven. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Washington Bar Association held 
a meeting at the City Hall on the after- 








noon of April 6 to consider the report 
of the committee appointed to consider 





to use its discretion in arranging with a 


publisher. 
LOUISIANA, 


The members of the bar of the Six- 
teenth Judicial District met at the Court- 


officers were elected: B. M. Miller, of 
Covington, president; 

Amite City, vice-president 
of Franklington, weet henry, ye Col. O. 
of Kentwood, treasurer, 
Every parish was represented. 


MAINE, 


The Kennebec Bar Association was or- 
ganized Wednesday, April 5, with H. M, 
Heath as president; A. M. Spear, vice- 
president; C. L. Andrews, secretary and 
treasurer, and L. C. Cornish, C, F. John- 
son, F. E, Beane and L. T. Carleton, ex- 
ecutive committee. - 


MARYLAND. 


A meeting of the Maryland Bar Asso- 
ciation was held on the evening of April 
4 at the Historical Society Building, 
Saratoga and St. Paul streets, Baltimore. 
Only routine business was transacted. 
The meeting was presided over by Vice- 
President John P. Poe. The following 
members were elected unanimously: 
Louis B, Bernei, Bernard Schmitz, James 
U. Dennis and Washington Bowie, Jr. 
Another meeting was held on April 11, at 
which it was decided to hold the annual 
meeting at Ocean City on July 26. 

It was announced ¢hat John K. Cowen, 
president of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company, would address the 
meeting upon a subject yet to be se- 
lected; Adrian H, Jones would read a 
paper on “Corporate Organization in Re- 
lation to National Progess,”’ and Robert 
F. Brent one upon “Lather Martin—Law- 
yer and Lover.” Toasts at the banquet, 
over which Joseph Packard, Jr., will pre- 
side, will be responded to by David G. 
McIntosh, James A, C. Bond, Ashley M. 
Gould, Attorney General George R. 
Gaither, Jr., and Judge Samuel D. 
Schmucker. Nicholas H. Green and 
James M, Monroe, both of Annapolis, 
Md., were elected members of the asso- 


ciation, 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


A bar association of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, of which lawyers residing or prac- 
ticing law in the county of Middlesex 
may become members, has been recently 
organized, with the following officers. 

Samuel K. Hamilton, Wakefield, presi- 
dent; Hon, George F. Richardson, Low- 
ell, vice-president; Russell Bradford, 
Cambridge, secretary; Robert P. Clapp, 
Lexington, treasurer; council — three 
years, Edwin B. Hale, Cambridge; Sam- 
uel Hoar, Concord; Hon. Frederick Law- 
ton, Lowell; Hon. George L. Mayberry, 
Waltham; Samuel L. Powers, Newton; 
two years, Hon, Selwyn Z. Bowman, 
Somerville; Hon. Marcellus Coggan, Mal- 
den; Samuel J. Bider, Winchester; Hon, 
James W, McDonald, Marlboro; Hon, 
George B. Smith, Everett; one year, 
Walter Adams, Framingham; John W. 
Johnson, Woburn; Gilbert A. A. Pevey, 
Cambridge; George C. Travis, Newton; 
Charles F. Worcester, Townsend. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


A special meeting of the Meridian Bar 
Association was convened on the morn- 
ing of April 4 at the court room by the 
president, Hon. John W. Fewell, who 
stated the object was to take suitable ac- 
tion in respect to the death of R. O. Rey- 
nolds, Esq., of Aberdeen, an eminent and 
highly esteemed lawyer of that city, who 
died in Texas, and whose remains should 
be attended by an escort of this bar, in 
making connections to and with the dif- 
ferent railroads entering the city. 

On motion F. V. Brahan was elected 
secrétary. Hon, W. H. Hardy offered 







atin eine praenbe. ama venstutions, 
Whereas, God in His inscrutable prov- 





be 
Resolved, That we, the Meridian pe 
Association, request Hon. G. B. Hud- 
dleston, Judge of the Circuit Court now 


in session, to adjourn the court to 8 
o'clock p. m. out of respect for the mem-. 
ory of our deceased brother; and that the 
president of this association appoint a- 
committee of five to meet the remains of 
deceased, and further that such miso at 

bers of the bar who can do so 

tend upon his remains whilst in the 

Resolved, That our sympath 
tendered to the loved ones of de- 
ceased, and that the president of this as- 
sociation present a copy of this pre-- 
amble and resolutions to the court, and 
that a copy be furnished the widow and 
mother of the deceased. 

Feeling remarks on the life and char- 
acter of the deceased brother were made 
by ‘the president, Senator Hardy and 
Judge W. T. Houston. 

On motion of W. E. Baskin the presi- 
dent appointed the following committee 
to act as an especial escort to the re- 


W. T. Houston, W. E. Baskin, F. V. 
Brahan and W. N. Ethridge. ; 


MISSOURI. 


George Robertson, president of the Mis- 
souri Bar Association, has appointed the 
following standing committees for the en- 
suing year: 


Jurisprudence and Law Reform—Judge 
J. B. Gantt, Jefferson City, chairman; 
Judge H. D. Wood, St. Louis; Richard 
Field, Lexington; Reuben F. Roy, New 
London; Samuel Davis, Marshall. 


Judicial Administration and Remedia} 
Procedure—William Williams, Boonville, 
chairman; F. I. Schofield, Hannibal; C. 
O. Tichenor, Kansas City; C. A. Anthony, 
Maryville; Judge W. H. Biggs, St. Louis. 

Legal Education and Admission to the 
Bar—Gardiner Lathrop, Kansas City, 
chairman; George W. Barnett, Sedalia; 
John D. Lawson, Columbia; B. G. Boone, 
Clinton; C. A. Mossman, St. Joseph. 

Association and Legal Publications—’ 
Morton Jourdan, St. Louis, chairman; 
Judge Selden Spencer, St. Louis; David 
H. Harris, Fulton; Virgil Conkling, Car- 
roliton; J. D. Hostetter, Bowling Green. 

Grievances—J. M. Johnson, Bookfield, 
chairman; Thomas B. Harvey, St. Louis; 
Charles Martin, Troy; C. R. Ball, Mont- 
gomery City; B. G. Thurman Lamar. 

Legal Biography—J. J. Russell, Charies- 
ton, chairman; F. W. Lehman, St, Louis; 
North T. Gentry, Columbia; R. B. Oliver, 
Jackson; W. G. Robertson, Springfield. 

Statutory Amendments—F. N. Judson, 
St. Louis, chairman; J. McD. Trimble, 
Kansas City; A. H. Waller, Moberly; W. 
S. Shirk, Sedalia; Judge Andrew Ellison, 
Kirkville. 


The seventeenth annual meeting of the 
Missouri Bar Association was held on 
March 17th in the United States Circuit 
Court in the Federal building, St. Louis. 
Attorney I. H. Lionberger, president of 
the St. Louis Bar Association, called the 
meeting to order and delivered the ad- 
dress of welcome. 

This wae followed by the opening ad- 
dress of the president of the State as- 
sociation, Hon, Selden P. Spencer, Secre- 
tary J. J. Russell, of Charleston, and 
Treasurer W. B. Teasdale, of Kansas 





City, presented their reports, which 
showed the association to be in a prosper- 
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ous condition. Mr. Davis H. Harris, of 


J. F. Green, of De , of the Executive 
Committee; H. of Kansas 
City, chairman of the mee and 
Law Reform; Ch w. Cc 


airman , 

Marshall, of St. Louis, of the mittee 
on Judicial Administration and Remedial 
Procedure; Chairman John D. Lawson, 
of the Committee on Legal Education and 
Admission to the Bar; Frank Titus, of 
Kansas City, chairman of the Committee 
on Statutory Amendments; J. J. Russell, 
of Charleston, chairman of the Legal Bi- 
ography Committee, and by the chair- 
men of Committees on Grievances, and 
Association and Legal Publications. 

A paper by O. H. Dean, of Kansas City, 
on “The Modern Corporation” closed the 
morning programme. 

Judge Thomas A. Sherwood, of Jeffer- 
eon City, opened the afternoon session at 
2 o'clock by reading a paper on subjects 
that should be considered in a constitu- 
tional convention. He was followed by 
F. 8. Heffernan, of Springfield, Ill., who 
discussed ‘“‘Needed Reform in Probate 
Practice.” 


NEBRASKA. 


At a meeting of the Pottawattamie 
County Bar Association, held on the 
morning of April 8th, in the courthouse 
in Omaha, the preliminary steps were 
taken looking toward the complete re- 
organization of the association and the 
adoption of a fee bill. The latter it is 
intended shall regulate the charges for 
legal services throughout the entire 
county. 

In the absence of D. C. Bloomer, presi- 
dent of the association, John M. Galvin 
was called to the chair. The meeting 
was well attended, a majority of the law- 
yers in the city being present. A general 
discussion of the matter showed that the 
adoption of a minimum fee bill was a 
much desired object and a committee, 
consisting of W. H. Ware, W. A. Mynster 
and A. B. Askwith, was appointed to 
draw one up. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The Hudson County Bar Association 
met in the front court room at the Court 
House, Jersey City, on the morning of 
April 4th, immediately after the court 
had adjourned. President Hartshorne 
presided. 

The Executive Committee reported that 
it held a number of meetings during the 
Winter and had examined many bills that 
were introduced during the recent session 
of the Legislature. The report stated 
that the jury bill was opposed by the 
committee and the jury bill of 1898 was 
recommended in its stead. The commit- 
tee also reported that it had opposed As- 
semblyman Walscheid’s bill regulating 
the admission of members of the bar, and 
~ drawn a substitute which had failed 
or p ‘ 

Counsellor Parker, as chairman of the 
Committee on Legal Ethics, reported that 
the rule to disbar R. C. Howard, the pen- 
sion lawyer, had been made absolute. 

Counsellor Washington B. Williams, 
chairman of the special committee in the 
Noonan-Simpson disbarment proceedings, 
reported progress, and practically stated 
that the matter was now in the hands of 
the Attorney General. 

Counsellors William Kiernan and 
Thomas F. Noonan, Jr., were elected to 
membership. 

Counseltor Flavel McGee proposed 
Lawyer Alfred K. Moe and Counsellor 
Mulvaney proposed Lawyer Howard 
Griffiths, 

It was shown that through some error 
the names of Counsellors William Cor- 
bin, George Tennant and Edward Man- 
hers were not on the roll of members and 
Secretary Henry Ewald was directed to 
Put them on, 

Counsellor Otto Crouse reported that 
the committee of the Bar Association ap- 
pointed for the purpose, recommended 
the adoption of the qualification act pre- 
pared by the Attorney General. It will 
be among ‘the early bills to be introduced 





at the next session of the Legislature. 
After adopting a constitution and by- 
laws the meeting adjourned. 

A meeting of the Camden County Bar 
Association was held April 6th at the 
Law Library, for the purpose of taking 
steps looking to the organization of a 
State bar association. A resolution was 
adopted, authorizing the appointment of 
a committee of five to communicate with 
the associations of other counties, and 
also to confer with the members of the 
bar in counties where there are no or- 
ganigations. The committee appointed 
from theCamden County Associatnon was 
Attorney General Gray, Judges Gaskill 
and Armstrong, ex-Judge Pancoast and 
W. H. Carson. It is proposed to have a 
meeting of the representatives of the 
various county associations at Atlantic 
City in June. 


NEW YORK. 


The fourth annual banquet of the 
Gloversville Bar Association was held 
at Mills Hall in that city on March 28. 
The toastmaster was Counselor Jerome 
Egleston and the speakers Wm. C. Mills, 
Joseph R. Baker, Jeremiah Wood, Frank 
Burton, Wm. E. Keith, Rev. Dr. W. E. 
Park, Nelson H. Anibal and B. A. Spen- 
cer. 


OHIO. 


The Richland County Bar Association 
held a meeting recently. S. G. Cummings 
presided and J. E, LeDaw officiated as 
secretary. The minutes of the last meet- 
ing of the association were read and ap- 
proved. 

President Cummings presented a list 
of the committees provided for in the 
constitution of the association and they 
were approved as follows: 

Legal biography—Judge M. May, H. P. 
Davis and 8. S. Bricker. 

Investigation and Grievances—Samuel 
Marriott, J. P. Seward, George Brinker- 
hoff, J. M. Reed and R. W. Hartman, 

Membership—T. F. Black, A. S. Beach 
and William McB. Weldon. 

Jurisprudence-—C. E. McBride, L. C. 
Mengert and D. W. Cummins. 

On motion of Lewis Brucker it was de- 
cided to remit all back dues of members 
of the society. Upon the suggestion of 
T. F. Black the secretary was instructed 
to supply himself with postals with which 
to communicate with members. 

L. C. Mengert, from the committee on 
jurisprudence, law reforms, etc., report- 
ed that at the next meeting of the asso- 
ciation C. H. Keating had been selected 
to read a paper on “Law on Bankrupt- 
cy” and M. A. Dittenhoefer a paper on 
“Corporation Law.” For the July meet- 
ing Judge Jenner has been requested to 
prepare a paper on “Legal Bthics.” 

At a meeting of the members of the 
Hancock County Bar the preliminary 
steps were taken for the formation of a 
bar association. The movement was in- 
augurated by the oldest and most promi- 
nent attorneys of the city and is expected 
to prove a great success. There are about 
eighty attorneys practising in the coun- 
ty. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


It has been decided that the first meet- 
ing of the North Carolina Bar Associa- 
tion will be held at Morehead City on 


July 5. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


A meeting of the Erie Bar Association 
was held on April 10. By a vote of 31 to 
21 resolutions were adopted indorsing the 
act which will, if passed, give an addi- 
tional law judge to Erie County. 


At a meeting of the Lycoming County 
Bar Association held April 11 ex-Attorney 
General McCormick was elected president 
and a resolution passed indorsing C. La- 
rue Munson, a member of the association, 
for the Democratic nomination for Asso- 
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court. 

J. H. Torrey has been elected president 
of the Lackawanna Bar Association. 

A special meeting of the Philadelphia 
Law Association was held in the Law Li- 
brary in the City Hall on March 23 for the 





purpose of accepting a portrait of Justice 
James T. Mitchell, donated to the Library 
by several members of the bar. George 
Tucker Bispham presided. The presen- 
tation speech was made by Samuel Dick- 
son and the portrait was accepted by 
Mr. Bispham on behalf of the Law Asso- 
ciation. Mr. Dickson began his address 
by reviewing the history of the Law Li- 
poser’ dl and its librarians. He referred 
particularly to the excellent work which 
was done during Mr. Mitchell’s term of 
service as librarian, from the time he as- 
sumed office in 1864 until he resigned in 
1871, to become a judge of the district 
court. Continuing, Mr. Dickson paid a 
tribute of respect to the subject of the 
portrait, and Mr. Bispham, in accepting 
the portrait on behalf of the Law Asso- 
ciation, responded in the same vein. The 
portrait is life size and represents Judge 
Mitchell seated in a chair, attired in his 
judicial robes. The artist is Albert Ros- 


enthal. 
TENNESSEE. 


The annual meeting of the Chattanooga 
Bar and Law Library Association was 
held on March 30 in the library of Tem- 
ple Court. President Bright submitted 
his annual report, according to which the 
association has a membership of sixty- 
three lawyers and has $7,000 worth of 
books, all fully insured. Secretary Gaines 
also submitted a report on the financial 
condition of the association. Aside from 
this the only action of interest was the 
purchase of more books, after which the 
meeting adjourned. 


CANADA. 


The Younger Bar of Montreal held its 
annual] dinner at the Place Viger Hotel 
on March 25. Among those present were 
Sir Alexander Lacoste, Sir Melbourne 
Tait, Hon, H. Archambault, Mr. C. B. 
Carter and Mr. L. O. Beaubien of Que- 
bec. Attorney General Archambault, 
being called upon to speak, declared him- 
self ready to do his utmost for the reor- 
ganization of the civil courts, and stated 
that the federal power had lately been 
encroaching upon the provincial rights in 
this matter. He disapproved of the Su- 
preme Court—a Liberal creation—which 
is daily called upon to adjudicate upon 
the laws of the provinces. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PORTNERSHIP NOTES, 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport.—William Eberling has 
moved his office effects into the office va- 
cated by E. D. Keeler in Bishop block. 

Bridgeport.—Frederick Keeler has as- 
sociated himself with Fred A. Bartlett, 
and now occupies the office formerly oc- 
cupied by Henry C. Stevenson, Mr. Bart- 
lett’s former associate. 


Bridgeport.—Judge Albert M. Talmadge 
has been admitted to practice in the 
United States District and Circuit courts. 


Greenwich.—Jeremiah Tierney has re- 
moved his office from Putnam avenue to 
thé Daly building, corner of Greenwich 
and Railroad avenues. 


New Haven.—Andrew Bierkan has re- 
moved his office to the third floor of the 
First National Bank building. 


New Haven.—The well known firm of 
Maher & Conlon, with offices on the 
top floor of the Exchange building, will 
dissolve partnership owing to differ- 
ences which have arisen between 
the partners. The firm was organ- 
ized three years ago and was composed 
of Edward J. Maher and Martin Conlan, 
both well known young lawyers of this 
city. As soon as they can agree as to 
terms and make other necessary arrange- 
ments the firm will be dissolved and Mr. 
Conlan will remain in the offices now oc- 
cupied by the partners. Mr. Maher has 
not decided where he will locate, but will 
probably engage a suite of offices in one 
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of the office buildings on Church or Chap- 
el. streets. It is understood that, there 
been a serious breach between the 
. and Mr. Maher has not been in 
his office for about a month. The trouble 
between the members of the firm is said 
to be due to politics. 


Torrington.—Willard A. Roraback has 
been appointed Judge of the Borough 
Court. 

Wallingford.—Judge E. M. Judd, of the 
Wallingford Borough Court, has appoint- 
ed Michael T. Downes as prosecuting at- 
torney for the Borough Court. Mr. 
Downes has, during the past year, acted 
as assistant to Prosecuting Attorney F. 
Cc. Bartholomew, and it is  wunder- 
stood that Prosecutor Bartholomew 
has declined to accept reappointment, 
hence Mr. Downes was next in 
line and Judge Judd has according- 
ly made him prosecutor. The ap- 
pointee is a graduate of Yale Academic 
School, class ’97, and during the past two 
years has been in the Law School, from 
which he will graduate in June. 


Willimantic.—George E. Hinman has 
opened an office connected with that 
of Representative William A. King in the 
Opera House building. 


MAINE. 


Bangor.—Judge Louis C. Stearns, of 
Caribou will open a law office in the 
Franklin street block. Judge Stearns 
will retain his office in Caribou and will 
visit that town several times during the 
month, 


Bangor.—The Bass building in Central 
street will be occupied by several well 
known Bangor lawyers. The second and 
third floors have been devoted to offices 
and John R. Mason, William B. Pierce 
and Chapman & Wooster will have their 
Offices in the remodeled building. 

Bar Harbor.—Judge B. E. Clark has 
leased the two front offices on the second 
floor of Mount Desert block formerly oc- 
cupied by Mr. J. E. Bunker, Jr. 

Biddeford.—Col, Frank W. Roberts, of 
this city, and Hon. John B. Donovan are 
to establish a firm here, their offices be- 
ing in the Savings Bank building. 

Biddeford.—Ferdinand W. Guptill, of 
Saco, has been admitted to practice be- 
fore the Department of the Interior. 


Easthampton.—E. L. Shaw is moving 
his office into the front room of the Put- 
nam-Preston block, formerly occupied 
by William A, Judd for a harness shop. 

Ellsworth.—Lynwood F. Giles has re- 
moved his office to the First National 
Bank block. 

Lewiston.—William R. Skelton has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States Courts. 

Machias.—Alexander B. McFall has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States Courts. 

Rockland.—Miss Helen A. Knowlton 
has been admitted to the bar. She is the 
first legally admitted woman lawyer in 
Maine. 

Rumford Falls.—Mr. G. Willard John- 
son has been commissioned by the Gov- 
ernor as judge of the Municipal Court. 
Mr. Johnson is a member of the Penob- 
scot bar, and has been engaged in the 
practice of law at Rumford Falls for the 
past two years, and has acted as trial 
justice for the past year. 

South Norridgewock.—Frank Ames, 
a young lawyer of Skowhegan, has 
purchased the office and business of F. 
L. Lawton in South Norridgewock. Mr. 
Lawton will locate in the West. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Adams:—Mr,. Cassidy has changed his 
office from the Riley block to his house 
in the Barrett block, opposite the Town 
Hall. 

Athol.—Mr. Back has taken room No. 
5 in the Bank block office. This is the 
one occupied by L. L. Bridge, who still 
retains desk room in it. Mr. Back’s re- 





cently occupied office, No. 1, is now va- 
cant. 

Boston.—The rship heretofore 
existing between 8. Lincoln and 
Charles P. Lincoln has been dissolved, 
and a new firm has been formed between 
Charles P, Lincoln and Charles M. He- 
menway, with offices at 209 Washington 
street. Charles S. Lincoln will continue 
practice at his former office. 


Fitchburg.—Attorney Peter F. Ward, 
21 Pine street, has rented an office in 
Dickinson’s block, 145 Main street, and 
will open a law office there. Mr. Ward 
is a graduate of the Fitchburg high 
school, class °93, and the Boston Uni- 
versity law school. He has practiced in 
Clinton the past six months. 

Fitchburg.—William A. Emerson and 
Oscar Monroe, copartners under the firm 
name of Emerson & Monroe, doing busi- 
ness at Fitchburg, have filed a petition 
in bankruptcy at the office of the clerk 
of the United States District Court. 
Their liabilities are $17,667.78, assets, 
$1,579. The secured claims amount 
to $8,250, and the unsecured $8,904.06. The 
firm is indebted to the city of Fitchburg 
for taxes to the extent of $102.87. Em- 
ployes hold claims for wages aggregat- 
ing $410.85. 


Greenfield._Hugh Adams, who has 
been a student in the office of Lamb & 
Lawler, has passed a satisfactory ex- 
amination, and he will be admitted to 
the bar next Tuesday. He is to open an 
office in Shelburne Falls. 

North Adams.—Lawyer T. F. Cassidy 
has changed his office from the Riley 
block on Park street to his residence in 
the Barrett block, on the same street. 

North Adams.—P. B. Ashe and William 
B. Arnold have formed a partnership for 
the practice of law under the name of 
Ashe & Arnold. 


Northampton.—John B. O'Donnell has 
moved his law office from John 
Dewey’s block to the front offices in 
Cook’s: block recently vacated by Dr. 
Dickinson. 


Springfield.—At the age of 54 Col. 
Charlies L. Young has been admitted to 
the Hampden County bar. Miss Elvah 
H. Young, his daughter, was recently ad- 
mitted to practice, and enjoys the dis- 
tinction of being the only woman lawyer 
in Hampden County. Father and daugh- 
ter will practice their profession to- 
gether. 

Taunton.—Frank P. Lincoln has taken 
an office adjoining L. C. Couch’s in the 
Machinists’ Bank building. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Concord.—The following applicants for 
admission to practice before the New 
Hampshire bar successfully passed the 
examinations: 

Jesse M. Barton, Newport. 

M. D. Cobleigh, Littleton. 

Arthur E. Cotton, Northwood. 

Daniel F. Daily, Manchester. 

Fred C. Demond, Concord. 

Thomas H. Madigan, Jr., Concord. 

W. D. Veasey, Laconia. 

Fred D. Runnells, Nashua 

Franklin Falls.—Judge Barnard has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States courts. 


Keene.—Arthur J. Holden has moved 
his office from the Russell & Whitcomb 
block to rooms over the Cheshire Na- 
tional Bank. 

Portsmouth.—T. H. Limes has taken an 
office in Franklin block. 


VERMONT. 


A considerable number of Vermont at- 
torneys have recently been admitted to 
practice befuvre the interior department. 
Phe formal right to practice before that 
department is sought by many attorneys, 
as it gives them some advantage in at- 
tending to the business of clients, par- 
ticularly pension business. There is no 
fee for the privilege, and any attorney in 
good standing can be admitted on pre- 
senting the proper credentials of mem- 
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bership before the Bar of his own local- 
ity. Since the war with Spain there has 
been renewed activity by attorneys to 
be admitted to practice before the inter- 
ior department. 

The recent list for Vermont State fol- 
lows: Hamilton 8S. Peck and Orman P. 
Ray, of Burlington; William. D. Tyler, of 
Irasburgh; La Fayette Wilbur, of Jeri- 
cho; Melville P. Maurice, of Montgomery; 
Jeel H. Lucia, of Montpelier; Samuel D. 
Winslow, of Pittsford; George R. Hall, of 
Northfield, and William H. Humphrey, of 
Essex Junction. Many other Vermont at- 
torneys already enjoy the same privilege, 
having been admitted previously. 

Barre.—W. E. Varney has been ap- 
pointed City Attorney of Barre. 

Hyde Park.—Judge H. H. Wheeler has 
appointed Fred H. McFarland a referee 
in bankruptcy for Lamoille County. 


Burlington.—Charles T. Barney’s of- 
fices will hereafter be in the Merchants’ 
National Bank Building. 

St. Albans.—Charles D. Watson has 
been appointed City Attorney by the City 
Council. 

——___$_<99_____——_ 


MIDDLE STATES. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Bridgeton.—J. Ogden Burt will remove 
his office to the rooms now occupied by 
Dr. J. F. Lummis, in the Ayres & Mul- 
ford building. 

Camden.—S. Conrad Ott, of this city, 
has been appointed Master in Chancery 
by Chancelor McGill. Mr. Ott has opened 
his office at No. 418 Market street. 


Paterson.—Robert J. McDermott has 
severed his connection with the office 
of Eugene Stevenson, and opened an 
office in the First National Bank Build- 
ing. 4 

NEW YORK. 

Albany.—Mr. Eugene D. Flanigan and 
Mr. Samuel T. Hull will form a part- 
nership on May 1, with offices at No. 
81 Chapel street. Both gentlemen are 
men of high standing at the Albany 
county bar. Mr. Hull was in partner- 
ship with the late Galen R. Hitt at the 
time of the latter’s death. 

Auburn.—With the arrival of the 
Spring season several changes have been 
made in the personnel of several offices. 
Walter E. Woodin, who has for several 
years been clerk of the Surrogate’s 
Court, has resigned to enter into part- 
nership with Harry T. Dayton, under 





the firm name of Dayton & Woodin. The 
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place made vacant by Mr. Woodin will 

be filled by G. Barl Treat, formerly a 

Sue in the office of District Attorney 
ellis. 


Baldwinsville.—Attorney Barton Cc, 
Meays is to succeed to the business of 
the late D. C. Greenfield, and will have 
an office in the Ouderkirk building in 
connection with his north side office. 


Batavia.—Webster & Stedman have 
moved their offices from No. 78 Main 
street to the Concert Hall block, corner 
of Main and State streets. 


Binghamton.—The firm of Carver, 
Deyo & Jenkins is to be dissolved in the 
mear future. D. H. Carver and I. T. 
Deyo will go into partnership, and oc- 
¢eupy rooms directly under the present 
quarters of the law firm and on the sec- 
ond floor of the Phelps Bank building. 
The new quarters are those which were 
former'y occupied by Babcock, Sperry & 
Van Cleve. 

F. W. Jenkins will devote most of 
his time to his duties as attorney 
for the Security Mutual Life Insurance 
Company, and will remain in the pres- 
ent office of the law firm with Maurice 
E. Paige. One of the three rooms occu- 
pied by the firm will be taken by the in- 
surance company. 


Cazenovia.—E. S. More has moved his 
office from the Ten Eyck block to the 
store formerly occupied by C. M. Knowl- 
ton. 

Chatham.—A copartnership has just 
been formed between Claudius Rocke- 
feller and W. Frank Holsapple, the firm 
name being Rockefeller & Holsapple. 


Corinth.—T. J. Dillon has removed his 
law office to new and attractive quar- 
ters in the Burnham Building, corner of 
Main street and Sherman avenue. 


Corning.—A partnership has been 
formed between De Merville Page of 
Hornelisville and William J. Tully of 
Corning, for general practice of law. 
The firm name will be Page & Tully, and 
besides occupying Mr. Tully’s present of- 
fice, which has been used as a law of- 
fice by different firms whose successors 
have in turn given way to Mr. Tully, the 
new firm will use the room in the Con- 
cert Hall block recently vacated by W. 
J. Cheney for a library. Mr. Tully has 
practiced law since the death of Els- 
worth D. Mills, who was the senior part. 
ner of Mills & Tully, who in turn suc- 
ceeded Spencer & Mills, who have up- 
ward of a quarter of a century con- 
stituted the best known law firm in 
Steuben County. The firm of Page & 
Tully will be one of the strongest and 
best ‘equipped firms in this State. 

Elmira.—Ex-Judge Gabriel L. Smith 
and Samuel D. Aulls have formed a @#- 
partnership under the name of Smith & 
Aulls, with offices at 216 East Water 
street. 

Fulton.—F. G. Spencer has taken of- 
fices in the Aubrey & McIntyre Block on 
Second street, and will occupy them as 
soon as they can be fitted up. 

Genesee.—Frank K. Cook has opened 
an office in the rooms formerly occu- 
pied by C. D. Newton in the Booth Block. 

Ithaca.—Howard Cobb, who for the 
past year and a half has been the man- 
aging clerk for the firm of Tompkins & 
Cobb, has become a member of the firm. 
The firm name will be Tompkins, Cobb & 
Cobb, consisting of M, N. Tompkins, F. 
A. Cobb and Howard Cobb. 

Hornelisville.—The old-established law 
firm of Beard & Griffin has been dis- 
solved. Charles E. Beard, the senior 
member of the firm, has formed a co- 
partnership with Justice Harry L,. Allen, 
the firm name to be known as Beard & 
Allen. Mr. Griffin has not announced 
his future intentions, but will probably 
open a new office. 


Johnstown.—W. H. Bass has removed 
his law office from the Kennedy Block 
to apartments on the second floor of the 
Richheimer Block. 

Mineola.—Eugene W. Denton, son of 
Supervisor Augustus Denton, of North 





Hempstead, has opened an office here, 
where he will be Tuesdays and Wednes- 
days. Mr. Denton is in the law office 
of Congressman Townsend Scudder, at 16 
and 18 Exchange Place, New York. 


Mineola.—The first County Court for 
Nassau County opened on April 10 with 
County Judge Seabury on the bench. 
County Clerk Patterson and other mem- 
bers of the Nassau County Bar were 
present and were deeply impressed with 
Judge Seabury’s address to the first 
Grand Jury of Nassau. He congratu- 
lated the people of Nassau County on 
the personnel of the first Grand Jury, 
and he called attention to the fact that 
there were very few cases in the hands 
of the District Attorney to be brought 
before it. He then gave the foreman, 
Thomas H. Bacon, the usual instruc- 
tions, and the jury retired to the par- 
lors of Allen’s Hotel, which is the tem- 
porary Grand Jury room, in charge of 
Officers Phineas Seaman and Patrick 
Lamb. Among the cases to be considered 
by the Grand Jury is the charge of keep- 
ing a disorderly house against the pro- 
prietor of the Willows, a resort on the 
Merrick road, near Freeport; the case of 
John White, who is accused of many 
burglaries among the farmers of North 
Hempstead, and the shooting case at 
Hempstead, in which Constable Gilder- 
sleeve was wounded. 


Olean.—M. B. Jewell has moved his of- 
fices from the Riley & Wands Block to 
the Barse Block. 

Oneonta.—G. L. Bockes has moved 
his office to the Doyle & Smith Block. 


Pulaska.—B. E. Parkhurst has _ re- 
moved his office from the second 
floor of the Meacham Block to the first 
floor of the Parkhurst Block, on the cor- 
ner of Jefferson avenue and Park street. 

Penn Yan.—The firm of Carmody & 
Sheppard has been dissolved. Mr. 
Carmody will occupy the rooms which C. 
Cc. Loodwick, the receiver of the Yates 
County National Bank, occupied. 

Potsdam.—Howard E. Thompson has 
rented the office in the Wright Block 
formerly occupied by Hon, J. G. Me- 
Intyre. 

Potsdam.—A new law office has been 


opened by Watson B. Berry, with Mr. 
G. W. F. Smith. 
Sidney.—M. E. Milliken, formerly of 


Oneonta, but since of Earlville and Bing- 
hamton, has opened a law office at Sid- 
ney. 

Syracuse.—The firm of Northrup, El- 
liott & Northrup has moved its offices 
from the Kirk Block to Nos. 607 and 608 
the Sedgwick, Andrews and Kennedy 
Building. 

Syracuse.—A partnership has been 
formed by William F. Canough and 
George B, Dolsen. They have opened of- 
fices at No. 603 Kirk Building. 

Syracuse.—Nottingham, Pierce & El- 
liott is the name of a new firm here. 

Waterford.—William F. Palmer has 
opened an office in the Cody Building on 
Broad street. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allentown.—Lee Mise has moved his 
office from the B. & B. building to the 
second floor, corner room, of the Paxson 
building, at Fifth and Hamilton streets, 
with Groman & Siege. The latter firm 
has rented the room now occupied by the 
Lehigh Engineer Company and will add 
it, making a suite of three connecting 
rooms. 


Allentown.—W. A. Lichtenwalner has 
opened an office at 524 Hamilton street. 
He is a brother of Fred A. Lichten- 
walner, of the Allentown National Bank, 
and of the late Ellis Lichtenwalner, and 
was admitted to the bar of Lehigh in 
1880, but some time later located in 
South Dakota, where he quickly attained 
prominence in his profession. He 
was elected to the Constitutional Con- 
ventions of that State and served with 
distinction during the years 1885 and 1887, 
and was also chosen president of the 





Board of Trustees of the town of Harold. 
Later he went to Milwaukee and for two 
years was court reporter for the Journal 
of that city. Mr. Lichtenwalner also held 
a number of other positions of trust and 
responsibility. 

Beaver.—W. S. Moore and John B. 
Young have been admitted to practice 
in the Interior Department. 


Bellefonte.—Edward R. Chambers has 
just ‘been appointed by Auditor General 
McCauley auditor general’s attorney. The 
salary and expense allotment of the ap- 
pointment aggregate about $2,000 per an- 
num. 

Carbondale.—Louis Gramer has moved 
his officer from the Miners and Mechan- 
ics’ bank building to room 1 in the Burke 
building. 

Franklin.—The firm of Mackey, Forbes 
& Hughes has been dissolved, Mr. Forbes 
retiring. Mr. Forbes has opened an office 
in the Snook building, on West Park 
street, adjoining. the office of the Frank- 
lin Natural Gas Company. He is attor- 
ney for the Miller and Sibley interests, 
for the Erie Railway, and several other 
large concerns. 


Gettysburg.—W. C. Sheely has moved 
his office from the Spangler Building to 
the new Masonic Building. 


Harrisburg.—Deputy Secretary of the 
Commonwealth L. E. Beitler and Corpor- 
ation Clerk Farnsworth will open a law 
office in the Kniseley Building, Third and 
Market streets, in the near future. 

Harrisburg.—Hon. Henry M. Foote has 
been appointed by Gov. Stone financial 
agent of the State of Pennsylvania at 
Washington, D. C., and has also been 
employed by the auditor general and 
State treasurer as attorney to prosecute 
certain claims of the State in the Court 
of Claims. 

Lancaster.—Eugene G. Smith and C. 
Eugene Montgomery have removed their 
offices from 40 North Duke street to the 
Eshleman Building, formerlv occupied 
by the Hamilton Club. 

Lancaster.—C. Reese Eaby and P. P. 
Sentman have removed their offices from 
25 North Duke street to the second floor 
of the Brown Building, 56 North Duke 
street. 

Lancaster.—The Governor has sent to 
the Senate, and the latter has confirmed 
the nomination of Charles I. Landis, of 
Lancaster, to be additional Law Judge 
for the Second Judicial District, vice 
Henry Clay Brubaker, deceased, to serve 
until the first Monday in January, 1900. 
Charles I. Landis was born in Lancas- 
ter Nov. 18, 1856. His father was ‘esse 
Landis, a prominent member of the bar, 
who died in 1873. He entered Franklin 
and Marshall College in 1871, where he 
remained until his father died when he 
was in the junior class. He then became 
a public school teacher at Ferndale, 
Lehigh County, reading law at the same 
time with Robert E. Wright. At the con- 
clusion of his school term he returned to 
Lancaster and was admitted to the bar 
in 1877. Mr. Landis was one of the di- 
rectors of Judge Brubaker’s canvass 
when the latter was elected, and that 
brought him many of the Judge’s clients. 
In 1880 he was elected City Solicitor. He 
was re-elected in 1882 and was a school 
director from 1891 to 1897. He always 
manifested a great interest in Republican 
politics, and in 1883 was secretary of the 
County Committee, and was made chair- 
man in 1884, serving two years. He was 
a delegate to the convention that nomi- 
nated Gen. Beaver for Governor in 1886. 

Lock Haven.—Attorney A. W. Brun- 
gard has removed his office to his remod- 
eled rooms a few doors below the Fallon 
house. 


Philadelphia.—Mr. John K. McCarthy, 
secretary of the late Mayor, who retired 
with the outgoing administration, has 
resumed the practice of law He has 
taken a suite of offices in the ‘building of 
the Girard Life and Trust Company, at 
Broad and Chestnut streets, rooms 213- 
216. 
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Pittsburg.—Assistant District-Attorney 
W. A. Magee, Jr., has presented his res- 
ion to District-Attorney John C. 
r, to take effect June 3. The 
reason stated by him is that he intends 
to devote his time to practicing law. He 
will be associated with Attorney Charles 
A. Fagan. W. D. Grimes, who has been 
employed as a clerk in the District-At- 
torney’s office, has applied to succeed Mr. 
saaee. John D. Watson is also a candi- 
Scranton.—R. J. Beamish, late secre- 
tary to the Mayor, has opened an office 
in the Connell Building, and resumed the 
practice of law. 
Scranton.—Ex-Mayor O’Neill has taken 
an office in the Burke Building. 
Shenandoah.—S, G. M. Hollopeter has 
changed his law offices across the hall in 
the Titman building to the suite formerly 
occupied by J. Pomeroy. The 
offices vacated by Mr. Hollopeter are to 
be connected with those already occupied 
by C. E. Titman and G. G. Clauser. 
Warren.—Hon, C. W. Stone, and his 
son, Ralph W. Stone have formed a co- 
partnership. 


Washington.—G. P. Baker and Byron 
E. Tombaugh have formed a copartner- 
ship under the name of Baker & Tom- 
baugh. 

Wilkesbarre.—Thomas H. Atherton has 
moved his offices from the People’s Bank 
building to the Coal Exchange. 


—.___— 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
FLORIDA. 


Pensacola.—Mr. B. C. Tunison will take 
as his partner April 1 Mr. Scott M. Lof- 
tin. The firm will be Tunison & Loftin. 


GEORGIA. 


Atlanta.—Edgar Latham and George G. 
Glenn, two prominent members of the 
Atlanta bar, have formed a partnership. 
Their offices will be located in the Kiser 
building. 


Atlanta.—J. H. Pittman, of College 
Park, and M. B. Eubanks, of Rome, have 
been admitted here to practice in the 
United States Circuit and District courts. 


Denmark.—Senator S. G. Mayfield and 
his brother, Hon. W. D. Mayfield, of Co- 
lumbia, have formed a copartnership. 
They will have an office here and one in 
Columbia. 

Hawkinsville.—Governor Chandler has 
appointed George W. Jordan judge of the 
County Court of Pulaski, to fill the va- 
cancy on the bench caused by the death 
of Hon. L. C. Ryan. The appointenent Is 
for the unexpired term. 

The official order making the appoint- 
ment is as follows: 

State of Georgia, Executive Office, 
Atlanta, March 27, 1899. 

Whereas, by the death of Hon. L. C. 
Ryan, Judge of the County Court of Pu- 
laski County, a vacancy exists in said 
office which the public interest in said 
county requires should be filled; it is 
therefore 

Ordered, That George W. Jordan be and 
he is hereby appointed judge of the Coun- 
ty Court of Pulaski County to fill said 
vacancy until the next meeting of the 
General Assembly of this State, and that 
he be commissioned accordingly. 

A. D, CHANDLER, 
By the Governor, Governor. 

C. M,. HITCH, Sec. Ex. Dept. 

Moultrie.—The firm of Mattox & Wal- 
lace has been dissolved. Mr. Wallace is 
now located at Macon. 

Newman.—Judge W. B. W. Dent has 
been appointed by Judge W. T. Newman 
United States Commissioner for the 
term of four years. 

In former years there was a Commis- 
sioner’s Court at Newnan, but it was 
abolished when two commissioners were 
appointed in Atlanta. There has been no 
appointment by Judge Newman to fill the 
vacancy in this city caused by the resig- 





nation of Judge Nash Broyles, and he 
has decided to re-establish the court at 


Newnan. 
KENTUCKY. 


Lancaster.—Mr. John T. Hays, of 
Pineville, has formed a partnership with 
Messrs. Hamilton & Robinson. Mr. Hays 
is a man of much ability and enjoys the 
reputation of being one of the best prac- 
titioners in the State. He is a fine speak- 
er and his efforts at the local bar have 
been much complimented. The new firm 
is a strong one. 


Owenton.—The firm of Gaunt, Strother 
& Greene has dissolved partnership, 
Mr. Strother retiring. Mr. Greene 
has an office in the Lindsay & Birchett 
building, and will attend to the business 
intrusted to Gaunt & Greene. 


MARYLAND. 


Baltimore.—Mr, George R. Gaither, Jr., 
is now the Attorney General of the State 
of Maryland. He has been officially 
sworn in by the Governor at the Execu- 
tive offices, in the Merchants’ Bank 
building. There was no special ceremony 
attending the investment with office, the 
mere administering of the oath, followed 
by the usual congratulations, being the 
only features of the event. 

Mr. Gaither has submitted his resigna- 
tion as counsel to the Insurance Com- 
missioner as well as to the Board of Po- 
lice Commissioners. His successor in 
each of the latter positions has not yet 
been chosen. Mr. Gaither wrote a letter 
to Mr, F. Albert Kurtz, the Insurance 
Commissioner, as he did also to the 
Board of Police Commissioners, in which 
he thanked the higher officials and em- 
ployes generally for the uniformly kind 
and courteous conduct toward himself. 
The letter stated that the acceptance of 
the Attorney Generalship was the only 
cause for resigning. 

Baltimore.—It is announced that the 
law firm of Brown & Brune has been dis- 
solved by the death of Mr. Frederick W. 
Brune. Messrs. Stewart Brown and 
George Stewart Brown will continue the 
business under the old name, and Mr. 
Arthur George Brown will practice in his 
own name. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Elkin.—Mr. Virgil E. Holcomb, of 
Rockford, and Mr. J. B. McGuffin, of 
Dobson, have formed a copartnership 
under the name of Holcomb & McGuffin. 
They will practice in the Superior courts 
of the Ninth District, Federal Courts at 
Greensboro and Supreme Courts at Ra- 
leigh. 

Wilmington.—A copartnership has been 
entered into by George Rountree, of the 
Wilmington bar, and Cc. Garr, of 
Kenasville, Dublin County. Mr. Garr was 
Dublin’s representative in the last Gen- 
eral Assembly. 

Wilmington.—Franklin McNeill and E. 
K. Bryan, have formed a_e copart- 
nership. The office of the new firm will 
be the apartments heretofore occupied by 
Messrs. Ricaud & Bryan. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Charleston.—H,. A. Brunson and Hart- 
well M. Ayer have formed a copartner- 
ship under the name of Brunson & Ayer. 
Their office will be in the Times-Mes- 
senger Building on West Evans street. 


TENNESSEE. 

Knoxville.—Elmer E. Houk, recently 
second lieutenant in the Sixth Volunteer 
Infantry, has opened his law office in the 
Deaderick Building. Mr. Houk has the 
room formerly occupied by D. R. Nelson. 

Knoxville.—The law firm of Welcker, 
Parker & Culton has been dissolved, 
J, W. Culton retiring. He will, howeyer, 
remain in the office of J. H. Weicker and 
J. W. Parker, his office room being No. 
45. Mr. Culton located in this city sev- 
eral months ago, moving from Maryland, 
his old home. 

Martin.—This city has lost three of her 
able lawyers within the past few days, 





Solomon J. Smalley leaving for Okla- 
homa City, where he will continue his 
practice, James M. Pate having removed. 
to Fulton, Ky., and Samuel J. Jeffress 
having removed to Lehigh, I. T. 


TEXAS. 


Denison.—The firm of Woods, Fears, 
Wilkinson & Person has dissolved, Mr. 
Person retiring. 

Paris.—John B. Dailey, Assistant 
United States Attorney for the Eastern 
District of Texas, has resigned, and 
Frank Lee, of Paris, has been appointed 
as his successor. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Martinsburg.—Mr. J. Michael Woods, 
who has for the past few years been 
practicing in this city, has joined the 
firm of Faulkner & Walker, and now 
that firm will be styled Faulkner, Wal- 
ker & Woods. The firm has opened an 
office in Washington, and the two senior 
partners will spend most of their time in 
that place. 

Parsons.—A sensation has been created 
here by the announcement that W. B. 
Maxwell had made an assignment to C. 
QO. Strieby, as trustee. He gave in his 
assets at $52,000 and his liabilities at $8,- 
000. Maxwell is a prominent attorney. 

ns 


CENTRAL STATES. 
ARKANSAS. 


Corning.—J. N. Moore has rented a 
room in the Belvate Building, on Second 
street, and will locate there after April 8. 


Hardy.—A new firm, Parsons & Par- 
sons, has opened an office here. The 
firm is composed of J. S. Parsons and 
his brother, W. C. Parsons, now of Jones- 
boro. They will open their office in the 
old Dr. Durham Building, but as soon as 
the new bank building is completed they 
will move into the room now occupied 
by the bank. 

Waldron.—Mr. J. O. Johnston has been 
appointed Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Scott County. 

Waldron.—The well known law firm of 
Johnston & Simmons has been disolved 
by mutual consent. Mr. I. S. Simmons 
will remain at the old office, while Mr. 
Johnston will locate another office in 


town. 
ILLINOIS. 
Bloomington.—The firm of Schneider & 
Clements has dissolved. Mr. Schneider 
has formed a partnership with his 
brother, and the style of the new firm 
will be Schneider & Schneider. Mr. Clem- 
ents is undecided as to his future plans. 
Chicago.—The firm of which Senator 
Mason is a member is to be reorganized. 
Its presents title is Mason, Holmes & 
Mason. The members are Senator Mason, 
his son, Lewis Mason, who is also United 
States Commissioner, and Delavan 
Holmes. The offices of the firm are in the 
Home Insurance Building at La Salle 
and Adams streets. Mr. Holmes is to re- 
tire from the firm and the Senator and 
his son are to retain the offices. It was 
rumored yesterday that the reorganiza- 
tion of the firm meant the retirement of 
Senator Mason from the Senate and his 
return to the practice of law. Lewis 
Mason said he knew nothing of the truth 
of the report. “I only know,” he said, 
“that we are to change the firm. My 
father may contemplate resigning, but he 
nas told me nothing of it. I know that 
certain men would be pleased to see him 
return to private life, but whether he 
would accede to their desires I cannot 
say. He felt the slight put upon him 
at his last visit in Chicago, but I believe 
that he will serve out his term. He has 
never said anything to the contrary.” 
Chicago.—Will B. and Fred C. Entrikin 
have formed a copartnership under the 
firm name of Entrikin & Entrikin, with 
offices at 834 Chicago Opera House. 
Elkhart.—H, E. Corbett has been ad- 
mitted to the Elkhart County Bar, and 
has entered into partnership with C. F. 
Waltz, formerly with H. C. Dodge. The 
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mew firm will open an office at 301 South 
Main street. 


Monticello.—The abstract books and 
business of the firm of H. H. Crea & 
‘Ridgly Bros. have been purchased by W. 
S. Ridgly, one of the members of the 
firm. This office contains all the ab- 
stract books ever compiled of Piatt 
County lands, being the accumulation 
of forty years. . 

Rockford.—Two well known practition- 
ers, C. O. Carbaugh and Ora G. Law- 
baugh, have formed a partnership, and 
will in the future unite their interests 
and business. Mr. Carbaugh has been 
practicing before the court in Rockford 
for some years and has recently held 
the position of Justice of the Peace. Mr. 
Lawbaugh for four years had an office 
in the Brown Building, and before his 
temporary retirement a few months ago 
was actively engaged in practicing law. 
Their offices will be located in the build- 
ing across the alley on West State 
street from Fay Lewis’, where Mr. Car- 
baugh has been located for some time. 


INDIANA. 


Kokomo.—Hon, John B. Joyce, has 
opened an office in Room 4, over the 
Howard National Bank, 

Lafayette.—Dan W. Sims has with- 
drawn from the firm of Henley, Wood & 
Sims and has associated himself with 
William V. Stuart and Judge E. P. Ham- 
mond. The firm name is Stuart, Ham- 
mond and Sims. 


Laporte.—W. H. Billings, a graduate 
of the Indianapolis Law School, will 
open an office here, having secured of- 
fice room with J. W. Broeffie. Mr. Bill- 
ings was admitted to the bar some time 
ago. 

Marion.—John R. Browne has opened 
an office here in partnership with J. 
Frank Charles. The firm name will ,be 
Browne & Charles. 


New Albany.—Judge John O. Greene 
and J. H. Stotsenburg, of this city, have 
been admitted to practice in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior at Washington. 

North Manchester.—C, F. Arthur, late 
editor of the Leader, has opened an office 
here. 

Terre Haute.—Judge James C. Sawyer 
and James B. Millikin have formed a 
partnership, with offices in the National 
Block. 

Terre Haute.—The firm of Sawyer & 
Rheuby has been dissolved. Mr. Rheuby 
has entered into partnership with Mr. 
Cc. W. Ward, and the style of the firm 
will be Ward & Rheuby. 


Wabash.—The firm of Plummer 
& King, has been dissolved, and 
each will hereafter have separate 
offices. Both are able attorneys, 


and will do a large business. We under- 
stand that the dissolution was by mu- 
tual consent, the time of the partnership, 
as fixed when formed, having expired. 

Washington.—Ex-Mayor J. H. Spencer 
has opened a law office in a room over 
Thomas’ jewelry store. 


IOWA. 


Chariton.—O. A. Bartholomew has 
formed a partnership for the practice of 
law with his son, Lee B. Bartholomew. 
The name of the firm will be 0. A. & L. 
B. Bartholomew. 


Cedar Rapids.—H. G. Burr has opened 
an office in room 5, old postoffice block. 
His father, H. H. Burr, court reporter, 
will take office with him. 

Cresco.—The firm of Barker & Upton 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. 

Des Moines.—A new firm has been 
.formed here under the name of Evans & 
Adams, composed of Mr. BE. P. Evans and 
Mr. H. J. Adams, who has been connected 
with the law firm of McVey & McVey, 
and who practiced law for two years 
prior to that time in Council Bluffs. Mr. 
Evans was formerly register of the gov- 
ernment land office and recently success- 
‘fully managed the river site for the court 





house campaign. The new firm will con- 
tinue to occupy the offices of Mr. Evans, 
in the Good block. 


Dubuque.—Bowen & Fitzpatrick have 
removed from Seventh and Main streets 
to the Bank and Insurance building. They 
have leased a suite of rooms on _ the 
seventh floor. 


Fort Dodge.—F. J. Parr has located 
here. He was formerly city solicitor of 
Storm Lake. 


Fort Madison.—Hugh Craig, city ed- 
editor of the Gate City, has resigned his 
position to assume active practice with 
his father, John R. Craig. 

McGregor.—The firm of Noble, Odell & 
Drummond has dissolved. 


Marshalltown.—J. L. Carney and J. M. 
Holt have formed a copartnership and 
officers are now being remodeled and pre- 
pared for their use over the City Nation- 
al Bank. The firm will be known as Car- 
ney & Holt. J. L. Carney has held the 
offices of county attorney and senator 
and is admitted to be one of the leading 
attorneys of Central Iowa, and has suc- 
cessfully conducted during the last ten or 
fifteen years some of the most important 
cases in Marshall county, as well as in 
adjoining counties. J. M. Holt, the junior 
member of the firm, has during the last 
ten years steadily been building up a 
good law practice, and perhaps as a com- 
mercial lawyer has had the leading prac- 
tice of this city. The new firm will make 
a strong combination, as both are men 
in good financial standing and of recog- 
nized legal ability. 


KANSAS. 
Cherryvale.— Representative 
has opened an office here. 
Lawrence.—Poehler & Mason have dis- 
solved partnership 
Wellington.—_A new firm has _ been 
formed, composed of H. D. Smith and 
Mrs. J. V. Harris. 
Wichita.—The firm of Holmes & Hay- 


maker has been dissolved by mutual con- 
sent. 


Benefiel 


MICHIGAN. 


Grand Rapids.—Changes have taken 
place in the law offices of McGarry & 
Nichois and McGarry & Belden, in the 
Wonderly building. McGarry & Nichols, 
who had an office here and one at Ionia, 
has been dissolved, and also McGarry & 
Belden, whose members were William R. 
McGarry and William P. Belden. A new 
firm has been organized with the old 
name of McGarry & Belden, and the 
members are Thomas F. McGarry, Will- 
iam R. McGarry and William P. Belden. 
The offices of the old firms were adjoin- 
ing, and both offices will be used by the 
newly organized firm. 

Muskegon.—John A. McLaughlin has 
opened a law office in the Lyman block in 
connection with the offices of R. J. Mac- 
donald. Mr. McLaughlin was formerly a 
partner of Nelson DeLong, but for the 
past two years has been in the law office 
of C. W. Sessions. Mr. Macdonald will 


continue his office as usual, but when ab-. 


sent from the city in behalf of the For- 
esters Mr. McLaughlin will manage his 
law business. 


Port Huron.—Captain John M. Gleason, 
who was mustered out of the United 
States service, has reopened his law of- 


fice in rooms 9 and 10, Stewart block. 
MISSOURI. 
Butte City.—C. J. Walsh and C. M. 


Sawyer, doing business under the firm 
name of Sawyer & Walsh, have dis- 
solved partnership. Mr, Sawyer will re- 
tain their old office in the Petritz block. 
Mr. Walsh has formed a partnership with 
John W. James in the Beaudry block, on 
East Park avenue. 


Carrollton.—H. K. Rea is having a law 
office fitted up im the Ely building, north 
side of the square. It will be ready for 
occupancy in @ few days and will make 
one of the handsomest law offices in the 
city. 





Hannibal.—Col. R. E. Anderson and 
George W. Whitecotton have moved into 
their new suite of rooms in the Bank of 
Hannibal building. 

Kansas City.—The firm of Boyle & Dil- 
lard of Fort Scott, Kan., moved to this 
city and opened offices in the New York 
Life building the first Monday in April. L. 
C. Boyle was formerly attorney-genera! 
of Kansas. William P. Dillard is rail- 
road commissioner of Kansas. His term 
of office expired April 1. 


Nevada.—Attorneys D. M. Gibson and 
R. B. Cook have opened law offices over 
the postoffice. This will be a strong firm, 
as both are men of much ability and ex- 
perience. 


Pineville—Judge J. C. Lamson and 
John B. Christensen have formed a part- 
nership. 


St. Joseph.—The well-known firm of at- 
torneys, Philips, Smith & Street, dis- 
solved partnership on April 1 and each 
member of the firm will conduct his busi- 
ness alone hereafter. The firm has been 
in existence for the past two years. 
Messrs, Philips and Smith will still re- 
tain the offices of the firm in the Ger- 
man-American Bank building, though 
their business will be separate, and Mr. 
Street wiil have an office in the First Na- 
tional Bank building. 


Jefferson City.—Governor Stephens to- 
day appointed J. F. Smith to be judge of 
the Probate Court of Bates county, vice 
William M. Dalton, deceased. 


Springfield.—Hal C, Young has opened 
an office in the Baker block. 


OHIO. 


Bowling Green.—J. W. Canary, one of 
the pioneer practitioners of this city, has 
formed a partnership with P. C. Prentiss. 

Chillicothe.—The firm of Entrekin & 
Phillips has been dissolved. 

Cincinnati.—Assistant District-Attor- 
ney Sherman T. McPherson has opened 
an office in the Blymyer building, on 
Main street, near Fifth, with Judge W. 
D. James, recently Common Pleas judge, 
at Waverly, O. 


Columbus.—C. T. Warner has opened 
an office in the Commercial building, 
119% High street. 


Coshocton.—John M. Compton has been 
admitted to practice in the United States 
Courts. 

Delaware.—Hon. F. M. Marriott and 
Charles W. Paine have formed a part- 
nership. 

Defiance.—A new firm has been or- 
ganized here under the name of Dozer & 
Lamb, consisting of D. E. Dozer and 
John D. Lamb. 

Fremont.—John J. Lehmann has been 
admitted to practice in the Department 
of the Interior. 

Hamilton.—Aaron Weslo has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the Department of 
the Interior. 

Massillon.—E. D. Howald will open an 
office here. 

Mount Vernon.—B. E. Sapp has opened 
an office in the Cooke building. 

Toledo.—Charles R. Clapp and U. G. 
Denman have formed a partnership un- 
der the firm name of Clapp & Denman. 
They will occupy offices at 9 and 10 
Drummond block. Both of the gentle- 
men are well known at the bar. 


WISCONSIN. 


Galesville.—G. Y, Freeman has sold his 
law practice and library to Ralph H. 
Robertson, 

ee 


WESTERN STATES. 


ARIZONA. 


Tempe.—W. J. Kingsbury is moving 


his office into the rooms over the bank. 

Tucson.—The firm of Robertson & 
Laine has been dissolved, George R. Hull 
succeeding Laine, 
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CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles.—The firm of Mortimer & 
Harris has been dissolved. Mr. C. White 

Mortimer, who is also the British Vice 
Consul for this district, will continue to 
practice in the offices formerly occu- 
pied by the old firm. Mr. Mortimer con- 
trols a large amount of English capital, 
invested in mortgages in Los Angeles 
and elsewhere ‘n Southern California. 

San Franciscc.—Frank L. Coombs, the 
newly appointed United States Attorney 
for the Northern District of California, 
took the oath of office on April 1. 

COLORADO. 

Cripple Creek.—W. P. Seeds and A. E. 
Parker, lately doing business as Seeds 

Parker, dissolved partnership on April 
1, Mr. Seeds having received the ap- 
pointment of County Judge of Teller 


county. 
MONTANA, 


Anaconda.—The firm of Rodgers & 
Rodgers & J. M. Simpson has been dis- 
solved. Rodgers & Rodgers will con- 
tinue in the old offices, and J. M. Simp- 
son has rented and moved into rooms 14 
and 15, Durston building. 

Helena.—State Senator Myers and ex- 
Mayor Robert A. O’Hara have entered 
into copartnership. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Fargo.—The partnership between Sen- 
ator-elect P. J. McCumber and B. L. 
Bogart has been dissolved by mutual 
consent. The gentlemen formed the part- 
nership eighteen years ago. Mr. Bogart 
expects to spend a few years in travel, 
and Mr. McCumber, with the assistance 
of some other attorney, will continue 
the business. 

Towner.—George W. Poague has been 
appointed a United States Commissioner 
for the United States Circuit and District 
Courts, with offices at Towner. 


OKLAHOMA. 
Chandler.—County Attorney Newby 
has formed a partnership with S. D. 
Decker, of Stroud, who has been ap- 
pointed his deputy. 
Perry.—The firm of Morgan & Pancost 
has been dissolved. 


OREGON. 


Oregon City.—Judge T. W. Fouts has 
opened a law office in the Canfield build- 


ing. 
UTAH. 


Salt Lake City.—The firm of Moyle. Zane 
& Costigan has been dissolved. Mr. John 
M. Zane is about to leave Salt Lake for 
Chicago, where he will practice his pro- 
fession. Mr, Costigan is going to New 
York to locate, and Mr. James H. Moyle 
will continue the business alone in the 
meantime, keeping the same offices in 
the Deseret National Bank building. 

WASHINGTON. 

Seattle—W. G. Piper, T. P. Fisk and 
Fred Piper have formed a partnership 
under the name of Piper, Fisk & Piper. 
They have opened commodious offices in 
the Bailey building. The firm will be 
general counsel for the Seattle & Ta- 
coma Electric Railway Company, as well 
as being general practitioners. 

Seattle.—E. E. Shields has formed a 
partnership with E. J. Formen. 


Spokane.—J. O. Bends, from Butte, 
Mont., has removed to this place, and 
will open offices in the Jameson block. 

Spokane.—The firm of Rockwell & 
Porterfield has dissolved. 


EE Oe 
CANADA. 
PROVINCE OF QUEBEC. 


Montreal.—Joseph L. Perron has 
joined the firm of which Mayor Prefon- 
taine is the head, and which will here- 
after be known under the name of Pre- 
fontaine, Archer & Perron. On the other 
hand, E. Merrill has become a member 
of the firm of which Mr. Madore is senior 
partner, and which will be Known as Ma- 
dore, Guerin & Merrill. 


ONTARIO, 


Ottawa.—Mr. Gyin Osler, of Toronto, 
is moving to Ottawa, having joined the 
firm of O’Gara & Wyld. 
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Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
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The firm of Dayton and Swift has been 
dissolved. Mr, Dayton continues practice 
at 27 William street. 


Thomas Miles Day, who has been for 
some years practicing law in Jackson- 
vile, Fla., has opened an office at 10 Wall 
street, 


The firm of Griffith & Gould, formerly 
at 170 Broadway, have removed their of- 
fices to the United Bank building, No. 4 
Wall street. , 








Death of John Poste.—John Poste, 
well known among White Plains law- 
yers as a title searcher in this county, 
died on Thursday, March 30th, at his resi- 
dence in Brooklyn. 


A Fortunate Attorney.—Lauren Red- 
field, of 32 Nassau street, has recently 
received a legacy of $14,000 from a grate- 
ful client, Mrs. Emiline Gallup, who 
made him her residuary legatee, 


More Municipal Courts.—The Senate, 
by a vote of 28 to 13, has passed Assem- 
blyman Brennan’s bill increasing the 
number of municipal court justices in 
Brooklyn Borough from five to seven. 


A Successor to Clerk Carroll.—Surro- 
gate Abbott has announced that Michael 
F. McGoldrick has been selected to suc- 
ceed the late Joseph Carroll as chief 
clerk of the Surrogate’s Court for Kings 
County. 


A New Bridge Commissioner.—Mayor 
Van Wyck has recently appointed James 
D. Bell, of Dailey, Bell & Crane, a Brook- 
lyn attorney, one of the members of the 
East River Bridge Commission, in place 
of the late Thomas 8. Moore. 


Elliot F. Danforth, formerly State 
Treasurer, has been admitted to practice 
in the United States Circuit Court for the 
Southern District of the State and in the 
United States District Court. Mr. Dan- 
forth will be associated in business with 
Daniel S. Decker. 


Howard A, Taylor and Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Yale ’94, have formed a copartner- 
ship under the name, Taylor & Seymour, 
with offices in the Empire building, 91 
Broadway. In the firm are also John R. 
Timan, Harry P. Driggs and Wolcott P. 
Robbins, formerly of Yale. 


Conviction of Henry Sellner.—Henry 
Seliner, an attorney of this city, has been 
sentenced to two years and six months 
imprisonment for defrauding one Chris- 
tian Engisch out of $10,000 equity in some 
real estate in this city on the pretense of 
exchanging it for property on Staten Isl- 
and. 

An important item of news is the an- 
nouncement that Speaker Reed will re- 
tire from political life to become a mem- 
ber of the firm of Simpson, Thatcher & 
Barnum, of this city. It is said that Mr. 
Reed will remain abroad during the 
Summer and upon his return will send 
in his resignation as Congressman. 


William Ives Washburn has been ap- 
pointed Major and Judge Advocate on 
the staff of Gen. George Moore Smith of 
the Fifth Brigade of the National Guard 
of the State. Mr. Washburn was grad- 


uated at Amherst College in 1876 and at 





the Columbia Law School 


three years 





later. Since then he has practiced his 
profession in this city. 


A Shortage in Accounts.—The Commis- 
sioners of Accounts have found a shortage 
in the office of Adolph N. Du Mahant, 
clerk of the Eleventh District Municipal 
Court of Manhattan, amounting to $109. 
To judge from the report of the commis- 
sioners, shortages in the accounts of 
Municipal Court clerks seem to be the 
rule rather than the exception. 


Arrest of Ernest M. Welch.—Ernest M. 
Welch is again in trouble. On April lith 
he was arrested on a warrant issued by 
Magistrate Simms, charged with being 
instrumental in introducing professional 
witnesses in a suit for $25,000, brought 
by James M. Lace against the Bverard 
Brewing Company, in 1897, and was held 
in $2,000 bail for examination, which was 
furnished. An indictment charging him 
with subornation of perjury was recently 
dismissed 


A Legislator Who Thinks for Himself.— 
A pleasing exception to the general sub- 
serviency to the powers that be which 
members of our lawmaking bodies are 
wont to display is found in the case of 
Lyman W. Redington, an attorney of 
this city and Assemblyman in the pres- 
ent Legislature. Mr. Redington seems 
to have incurred the displeasure of the 
Democratic leader by daring to follow 
the dictates of his own conscience in re- 
spect to a measure recently before the 
House. For this atrocious offense against 
public morals he is, we understand, to be 
“disciplined,” and the Assembly chamber 
is to know him no more. 


Death of Daniel Lord.—Daniel Lord, 
senior member of the firm of Lord, Day 
& Lord, passed away, on April 5. He 
was the elder son of Daniel De Forest 
Lord, and was born in New York in 1846. 
Mr, Lord was graduated from Columbia 
College when twenty-three years old and 
was admitted to the Bar two years later. 
The firm that he entered and afterward 
became the head of was established by 
his grandfather, Danie! Lord, in 1817, and 
has represented interests intimately con- 
nected with the growth of New York 
since that time, The surviving partners 
are Franklin B. Lord, a brother of Dan- 
iel, and Lucius H,. Beers. 


The Use of Criminal Courts as a Means 
of Revenge.—In his charge to the April 
Grand Jury the following appropriate 
language was used by Judge Cowing: “In 
every case that comes before you see how 
it came there and what magistrate has 
committed it. You have a right to be 
courageous. Where there is a doubt in 
your mind in a charge throw it out. 
These courts are too often resorted to by 
people to vent spite and to collect debts. 
We are not here to give private individ- 
uals revenge. Therefore, when a wit- 
ness appears where money is the foun- 
dation of the charge you usually find he 
is there to use the criminal process to 
collect his debt.” 


The Lawyers’ Title Insurance Com- 
pany.—At the annual meeting of the 
Lawyers’ Title Insurance Company, of 
New York, held at its offices, Nos. 37 and 
39 Liberty street, Monday, April 3, the 
following officers and directors were 
elected for the coming year: President 
and general manager, Edwin W. Cog- 
geshall; vice-president, David B. Ogden; 
second vice-president, John T. Lockman: 
secretary, William P. Dixon; treasurer, 
John Duer; directors, Edwin W. Cogge- 
shall, William Allen Butler, William P. 
Dixon, John Duer, Henry E. Howland, J- 
Frederic Kernochan, John T, Lockman, 
Franklin B. Lord, J. Lawrence Marcel- 
lus, David B. Ogden, Herbert B. Turner, 
James M. Varnum and John Webber. 

Memorial to Judge Blanchard.—On 
April 5 the jurors in the Court of General 





Sessions presented to Judge Blanchard 
the following memorial: 





“We, the undersigned jurors for the 
March term, feel that we cannot retire 
without expression of our sincere appre- 
ciation of the unvarying sense of justice 
and mercy which has characterized all 
of your rulings and our admiration for 
the high degree of discrimination mani- 
fested throughout the term, 

“May the admirable precedents you 
have established be generally observed, 
and may you grace the chair of the New 
York judiciary for many years to come.” 

Judge Blanchard thanked the jurors 
and said that he highly appreciated the 
honor conferred upon him. 


The Salary of Corporation Attorneys.— 
A remark recently made by Municipal 
Justice Bolte is worthy of note. Ina 
case before him in which the Third Ave- 
nue Railway Company was defendant, 
Mr. Hilton, of Hoadly, Lauterbach & 
Johnson, attorneys for the company, in 
asking for an adjournment stated that 
he had to be in another Municipal Court 
to represent the company. In disposing 
of the motion, Justice Bolte commented 
upon the niggardliness of corporations in 
not providing sufficient counsel to try 
their cases and intimated that the 
amounts paid to the attorneys actually 
employed by them were of a very trifling 
character. He observed: “My own ex- 
perience has been that corporations do 
not pay big salaries. The bigger the cor- 
poration the smaller the salary. From 
what I know about corporations they 
don’t pay a lawyer over $20 a week.” 


Judgments Against Ten Byck & Rem- 
ington.—Light has been thrown upon the 
motive for the suicide of James H. Rem- 
ington, of the long established firm of 
Ten Eyck & Remington, which occurred 
on February 9th last. On April 6th 
judgments in favor of Ernst F. Hofman, 
Ernst Carl Hofman, Bruno Hofman and 
Marie Getzel, amounting to $9,000, for 
money collected by the firm from the es- 
tate of Ernst F. Hofman, a physician, 
were filed by consent of the surviving 
partner, Sanford R. Ten Byck, against 
him individually and as surviving part- 
ner of Ten Dyck & Remington, 

The Hofman estate was in litigation 
for some time after the physician’s death 
and Mr. Remington had charge of the 
heirs’ interests. At the time of his death 
his personal estate was considered to be 
more than sufficient to pay off a $9,000 in- 
debtedness. The law firm was reputed to 
be a substantial one, having been in ex- 
istence since 1867. 


The Little-Butler--Holt Libel contro- 
versy.—District Attorney Asa Bird Gardi- 
ner, at the instigation of Joseph J. Little, 
president of the Board of Education, has 
procured the indictment of Prof. Nichol- 
as Murray Butler, of Columbia Univer- 
sity, and Charles and Henry Holt, pub- 
lishers of the Educational Review, on a 
charge of criminal libel. It is alleged that 
under the heading, “Tammany in the 
Saddle,” the defendants intimated that 
Mr. Little’s ideas of education were an- 
tiquated; that he was pursuing his ca- 
reer in the School Board under the aus- 
pices and for the use and benefit of Tam- 
many Hall, together with many other 
disagreeable things. The article is said 
to have referred to President Little as 
“that fine old educational mastodon.” 
The following is the District Attorney’s 
interpretation of the phrase in question: 
“Meaning that the said Joseph J. Little 
in, upon and so far as respected edu- 
cational matters and questions was, and 
his actions and opinions thereon were, 
crude, primitive, obsolete and improper, 
ill adapted to the conditions in, and the 
educational necessities of,.the said city, 
hurtful and dangerous to its educational 
interests and opposed to recognized and 
established principles and laws govern- 
ing public instruction.” 


Death of Thomas S. Moore.—Thomas S. 
Moore, senior member of the firm of 
Moore, Wallace & Dudley, of 32 Liberty 
Street, and one of the commissioners of 
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the new East River Bridge. died on April 
lst. He came to New York in 1862, and 
entered the office of Judge William Ful- 
lerton. Soon after his admission to the 
bar he made a specialty of state and cor- 
poration litigation, and was for a long 
time counsel for the Brooklyn City Rail- 
road Company and the Metropolitan 
Traction Company. He served as As- 


sistant District Attorney of Kings Coun- 


ty during the administration of Thomas 
H. Rodman. In 1896 he was one of the 
defeated Democratic candidates for a 
place on the Supreme Court bench in the 
Second Judicial District. When Mayor 
Van Wyck removed the old East River 
Bridge Commissioners last year Mr. 
Moore was appointed to a place in the 
new board. He was president of the 
Board of Regents of the Long Island Col- 
lege Hospital, and was formerly presi- 
dent of the New England Society. He 
was a director in the New York Times 
and in the Fidelity and Casualty Com- 
pany, and trustee in the Polytechnic In- 
stitute, the Young Men’s Christian As- 
sociation and the Society for the Preven- 
tion of Cruelty to Children. Mr. Moore 
was somewhat of a club man, being 
a member of the Century, University 
and Lawyers’ clubs, and the Bar Asso- 
ciation of Manhattan Borough and the 
Hamilton and Brooklyn Clubs and the 
Brooklyn Riding and Driving Club of 
Brooklyn. 

Judge Charles L, Benedict of Brooklyn, 
who recently retired from the position of 
United States Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York, has lost the suit he 
entered in the Court of Claims for an an- 
nual salary of $1,800, which was stopped 
after his resignation. This sum was made 
up of six $300 payments, which Jndge 
Benedict had been receiving while on the 
bench, for holding six terms of the Crim- 
inal Court of the Circuit Court of the 
Southern District of New York, in addi- 
tion to his regular court work. These 
payments had been made pursuant to a 
United States statute, providing that 
whenever this criminal term should be 
held by the Judge of the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York, he should receive $300 
for it. It also provided that it might be 
held by either the circuit judge or the 
judge of the Southern District, but no 
provision was made for paying either of 
these officials. As Judge Benedict was 
the only officer who could draw pay for 
holding these sessions, he had been regu- 
larly designated to preside, and as six 
sessions were held each year, his pay of 
$5,000 a year was increased to $6,000. The 
statute provides that a _ retiring judge 
shall receive the same salary that was by 
law payable to him at the time of retire- 
ment. Judge Benedict contended that his 
regular salary was $6,800, but the ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury would 
only certify to the payment of the $5,000 
per year. When this decision was ren- 
dered Judge Benedict brought suit in the 
Court of Claims for the additional $1,800, 
his brother, Robert D. Benedict, appear- 
ing at his counsel, and Louis A. Pradt, 
Assistant Attorney General, defending 
the Government. Judgment has been 
rendered, dismissing the petition of 
Judge Benedict. The latter intends to 
take an appeal to the United States Su- 
preme Court, and General Pradt has con- 
sented to agree to this. Owing to the fact 
that no cases involving less than $3,000 
can be referred to this court, Judge Ben- 
edict will wait a short time before mak- 
ing his plea, so that he may make a 
claim for two years’ salary, making a 
total of $3,600, and making his suit eli- 
gible before the Supreme Court. 


Dwight Alumni Dinner.—The Dwight 
Alumni Association held its seventh an- 
nual dinner at Delmonico’s on the even- 
ing of April 6. 

President Adrian H. Joline presided. 
On his right and left at the head of the 
banquet hall sat the speakers and guests 
of the evening, Justice William W. Good- 
rich, Judge Edward B. Thomas, Justice 
Van Brunt, Col, Edward C. James and 





Charlies F. Matthewson. The president 
and guests filled two long tables set in 
the body of the hall. 

When the cigars were lighted President 
Joline made a short, witty speech of 
greeting. He said in part: 

“When I look upon this scene I am re- 
minded of the man who greeted his 
friends by saying that he was glad te 
see them strong, without rage, and with- 
out overflowing, full. Last year the 

t alumni did not dine, not because 
it was not hungry, but because of a 
course of lectures ably delivered on the 
fourteenth constitutional amendment bv 
William L. Guthrie. (Applause.) During 
the past year the country, with the as- 
sistance of Dwight’s, has demonstrated 
that Columbia is boss of the world. I am 
glad that we have here to-night no 
canned goods or Algerian beef. We are 
Miles away from it, and that’s the Mer- 
ritt of it. We are also free from the Dis- 
trict Attorney’s Office.” 

He then invited Justice Van Brunt to 
speak, but the Justice claimed exemption 
under an ante-dinner agreement, and 
Justice Goodrich was the first speaker 
He said: 

“One subject which is generally dis- 
cussed is the condition in which we find 
ourselves at the end of the century under 
the burdens which we are shouldering. 
If some prophetic statesman could have 
foreseen the consequences of the Spanish 
war, it is doubtful if we would have en- 
tered into it, even for the sake of hu- 
manity. The burdens of a great ques- 
tion and the fruits of a great war are in 
our hands. What shall we do? As to 
the question of the powers of Congress to 
legislate for the possessions of the islands 
of the sea, there are various clauses in 
our Constitution which give the abso- 
lute right of annexation of territory. It 
is only necessary for those who question 
these Constitutional rights to remember 
that the ordaining clause of the Consti- 
tution provides for our general welfare 
and gives the power to make war. 

“In a subdivision of the great clause 
the power is given to do and to provide 
everything relating to our commerce. 
Congress is further on empowered to do 
anything and everything to carry out 
previous clauses. A nation is supreme. 
There is no grade of national powers. 
A sovereign nation has all the power of 
any other sovereign power. There is no 
question about our right. Up to this 
point in our national history there have 
been three units—first, the mation at 
large; second, the State, and third, the 
territory. Now there is added another— 
the islands of the sea, territory con- 
quered, ceded to us, and as much ours as 
Texas or Louisiana. What shall we call 
them. Not colonies, because colonies are 
settled by citizens from the mother na- 
tion, but a dependency. 

“Commercial interests enter into the 
question. The entire trade of Great Brit- 
ain last year was £730,000, of which 
£138,000 was with the tropics. The 
American trade in 1896 was $1,500,000,000, 
of which fully a quarter was with the 
tropics. We are becoming more and 
more dependent upon the tropical trade. 
We must have this commerce. The pow- 
er which dominates the sea will dominate 
the land. We have stablishd a protecto- 
rate. We should establish schools, sepa- 
rate church from state, build railroads, 
improve the land and educate the natives 
also in commerce. We should collect the 
revenues honestly and apply them to the 
territory’s domestic needs. I firmly be- 
lieve that if such a line of duty is fol- 
lowed the problem which confronts us 
will work itself out.” 

Judge Edward B. Thomas, of the 
United States District Court, was next 
introduced by the chairman. His speech 
was along legal lines, and deeply inter- 
ested his hearers. He spoke of the possi- 
bility of lawyers in the near future citing 
decisions made in Hawaii, Porto Rico, 
the Philippines, and said there might be 
Samoa as a result of expansion. Every 
law school would have an annex of un- 
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clothed Filipinos. He said that law was 
a stately fabric, and expressed his ob- 
jection to lawyers “firing” all sorts of 
previous decisions at the heads of judges 
and advised the presentation of a case of 
strong injustice for the attainment of 
proper results. 

Charles F. Matthewson followed Judge 
Thomas, and told several capital humor- 
ous stories of well known lawyers who 
are now dead. He said: 


“Some members of the bar have an idea 
that the bench is not infallible. If we 
carry a case to the Appellate Division, 
and it is decided in our favor with the 
costs, we express our admiration for that 
branch, but it we take another case to 
the same division and it’s decided 
against us with costs, we are inclined to 
believe in the intellectual decline of the 


neh. 

“Seriously, however, the standing of 
the courts of this State is and should be 
the pride of every lawyer at the New 
York bar. Next to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the decisions of the 
courts in this State are accepted 
throughout the country as the highest in 
the land. The Justices on the Supreme 
Court Bench are not influenced in any 
way by the political party to which they 
owe their elevation.” 

In speaking of the Dwight system, he 
said: “No one could have sat under 
Prof. Dwight for two or three years, and 
could have listened to him and seen his 
character in all his acts, without be- 
coming a better lawyer and a better 
man.” 

Col. Edward C. James was next intro- 
duced. He said: “It is a great pleasure 
to me to be called upon to address an 
assemblage of lawyers. I usually make 
my addresses before one lawyer, on the 
bench, and a collection of twelve true 
and honest men with absolutely no 
knowledge of or ability to understand the 
law. I was never fortunate enough to 
graduate from any law school. I gradu- 
ated, and take a pride in saying so, from 
the Army of the Potomac.” 

“The legal profession is the open door 
in this nation to the highways of prefer- 
ment and to the summits of distinction. 
The post of honor is at the bar. When 
Presidents lay down their high office and 
with Governors from their chairs and 
Judges from the bench, join in the prac- 
tice of law at the bar in New York they 
are received with open arms. The young 
lawyer has the choice of many paths, 
some of which lead to success and some 
to overthrow. The stories of their be- 
ginnings are many. I remember one 
young lawyer who at last succeeded in 
getting some collections on halves. Per- 
haps some of those here understand those 
that half. (Laughter.) 

“This young lawyer collected a part of 
a bad debt. Then his client called and 
asked for his half, and was told by the 
promising young lawyer that only his 
(the lawyer’s) half had been collected. It 
is out of the odd corners of a struggling 
lawyer's life that often comes unexpect- 
ed success. I must tell you another story 
that comes to my mind. A gentleman 
died after having made his young 
nephew his executor. Shortly after the 
will was probated a friend met the 
nephew on the street and remarked upon 
the size and beauty of a diamond which 
he wore. Upon being questioned about 
it the nephew said that it was left to him 
by his uncle. There was a clause, he ex- 
plained, which read: ‘I set aside the sum 
of $2,000 for the erection of a stone in my 
memory.’ ‘This is the stone,’ said the 
nephew.” 

Col. James told more stories in the 
same vein, and kept his hearers con- 
vulsed with laughter. He said among 
other things that the practice of law was 
like boarding house hash—confidence was 
needed. He concluded his speech with a 
delicate tribute to the character and life 
work of Prof. Dwight. 

Prof. George Chase, the head of the 
New York Law School, who was for 
many years associated with Prof. 
Dwight in the law school of Columbia 





College, made the last speech of the 
evening. It was a short one and dealt 
entirely with the teaching and practice 
of law and with the life and methods of 
Prof. Dwight. At the conclusion of his 
speech Pro. Chase offered a toast to the 
memory of Prof. Dwight, and all joined 
with enthusiasm in drinking it. 

Before the dinner a business meeting 
was held. The following were elected of- 
ficers of the association for the ensuing 
year: President, Adrian H. Joline; vice 
presidents, Judge E, Henry Lacombe, 
Justice Morgan J. O’Brien, Chancellor 
Alexander T. McGill, George V. N. Bald- 
win, J. Frederic ene Langd 
Ward, Benjamin F. Lee, illiam D. 
Guthrie; secretary, George C. Austin; 
treasurer, Dwight A. Jones; members of 
council, Edmund Wetmore, Julius H. 
Seymour, Charlies F. Mathewson, Town- 
send Wandell. 


Those who sat down in the banquet 
hall were: 


Jacob Wolf, Ellis B. Southworth, 
J. H. Kramer, Joseph J. Silver, 
Jonas B.* Weil, Chas. H. Beckett, 
Abraham I. Elkus, Townsend Wandell, 
G. V. N. Baldwin, R. E. Doherty, 
Herman Bolte, W. D. Edmunds, 
Carroll Berry, Henry J. Mayer, 
Wm. T. Kennedy, Walter C. Low, 
Samuel P. Colt, James G. Farrel, 
J. Langdon Ward, M. H. Regensberger. 
T. Ellet Hodgkins, Edmund Wetmore, 
Adrian H. Joline, Judge E. B. Thomas, 
Dwight A. Jones, Robert Truslow, 
John S. Durland, Roger Foster, 
Charles E. Hughes, Ralph H. Holland, 
Col. E. C. James, Frank H. Platt, 
8. B. Hamburger, Joseph Fettretch, 
G. W. Hopkins, Louis V. Booream, 
Charles A. Deshon, James L. Barger, 
Prof, George Chase, Elmer E. Cooley, 
Henry F. Miller, Winthrop Parker, 
H. Van Sinderen, Robert D. Petty, 
G. F. Chamberlin, George F. Roesch, 
Julius H. Seymour, Leo C. Dessar, 
James W. Perry, Otto Kempner, 
Melvin H. Dalberg, John S. Parker, 
W. H. MclIntyre, L. L. Gilbert, 
Jas. W. McLaughlin, C. A. Matthewson, 
Ellis Lord, George C. Austin, 
Joseph Koch, Edward F,. Dwight, 
Abraham Nelson, Edward Swann, 
C. F. Mathewson, Judge Charles H. 
W. D. Niper, Van Brunt, 
Judge William W. James W. Tappin, 
Goodrich, Dr. Emil Heuel, 
Abraham Oberstein, Hamilton M. Davis, 
Cc. G. Patterson, Irving H. Tifft, 
A. G, Reeves, M. J. Mulqueen, 
¥. Spiegelberg, Jas. F. McNaboe. 
Paul Sheldon, 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT AS- 
SOCIATIONS. 


On Wednesday evening, April 5, the 
Credit Men’s Association of Rochester 
listened to a most interesting address on 
“Bankruptcy” by William H. Hotchkiss, 
referee in bankruptcy for Erie county. 





The Kansas City Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion has appointed a committee and sub- 
scribed a fund of $5,000 for the purpose of 
investigating fraudulent failures and 
punishing dishonest bankrupts. This is 
certainly a move in the right direction. 
There is too much leeway by far given 
to dishonest traders by the new bank- 
ruptcy act, and any tendency to improper 
practices should be carefully sought out 
and repressed. 

The New Orleans Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion held its annual meeting March 14 at 
its rooms in the State National Bank 
building. 

There was considerable important busi- 
ness transacted and the following officers 
were elected: President, George Fuchs; 
vice president, J. Katz; treasurer, G. H. 
Hovey; directors, W. G. Murtagh, A. J, 
Wolf, H. Weil, John S. McGehee, Leopard 
Loeb and T. J. Ferguson. 





The followi executive committee 
holds over: John Monroe, C. 8S. Foster, 
Simon Berkson and George K. Smith. 

A number of members sent in resigna- 
tions, which were received and action de- 
ferred until the next meeting, and an ef- 
fort will be made to retain them. 

D. M. Sholars, attorney of the board, 
delivered an address and W. G. Murtagh 
spoke on the subject of prosecuting per- 
petrators of rascality in the cases of fail- 
ures, 


A letter has been sent out by the St. 
Paul Credit Men's Association, the Min- 
neapolis Credit Men’s Association and 
the Retail Grocers and General Mer- 
chants’ Association of Minnesota in sup- 
port of an act recently introduced in the 
State Legislature, entitled “An act to 
prevent sales of merchandise in fraud of 
ereditors.”” The act, as its title suggests, 
is aimed to prevent the fraudulent trans- 
fer of stocks of merchandise in bulk for 
an inadequate consideration, with the in- 
tention and for the express purpose of 
perpetrating a fraud, and is as follows: 

Section 1. A sale of any portion of a 
stock of merchandise otherwise than in 
the ordinary course of trade in the regu- 
lar and usual prosecution of the seller's 
business, or a sale of an entire stock of 
merchandise in gross, will be fraudulent 
and void as against the creditors of the 
seller, unless the seller and purchaser 
shall at least five days before the sale 
make a full detailed inventory, showing 
the quantity and, so far as possible 
with the exercise of reasonable diligence, 
the cost price to the seller of each article 
to be included in the sale; and unless 
such purchaser shall at least five days 
before the sale, in good faith, make full, 
explicit inquiry of the seller as to the 
names and places of residence or places 
of business of each and all of the credit- 
ors of the seller and the amount owing 
each creditor; and unless the purchaser 
shall at least five days before the sale, in 
good faith, notify or cause to be notified, 
personally or by registered mall, each of 
the seller’s creditors of whom the pur- 
chaser has knowledge, or can with the ex- 
ercise of reasonable diligence acquire 
knowledge, of said proposed sale, and of 
the said cost price of the merchandise to 
be sold, and of the price proposed to be 
paid therefor by the purchaser. 

The seller shall at least five days before 
such sale fully and truthfully answer in 
writing each and all of said inquiries. 

Sec. 2. Except as expressly provided in 
this act, nothing therein contained, nor 
any act thereunder, shall change or af- 
fect the present rules of evidence or the 
present presumptions of law. 


We are in receipt of a most interesting 
pamphlet, issued by the National Asso- 
ciation of Credit Men, entitled “Business 
Hints as to Business Success,” which con- 
tains a number of short articles upon 
matters of current interest. The follow- 
ing is a resume of the contents: “The 
Credit Man and the Retailer,” W. H. 
Preston; “The Retailer and the Associa- 
tion of Credit Men,” Charles D. Griffith; 
“The Cash Principle in Retail. Business,” 
F. J. Hopkins; “Advantages and Disad- 
vantages of Retail Credits,” James G. 
Cannon; “Value of Good Credit,” T. H. 
Green; ‘“‘The Merchant’s Rating,’ A. 0. 
Kittredge; “Why Merchants Should Wil- 
lingly Present Statements of Their 
Financial Condition,” F. J. Hopkins: 
“The Reciprocal Value of a Signed State- 
ment;” “Reflex Influence of Prompt Set- 
tlements,” T. H. Green; “The Merchant's 
Bank Profits,” F. R. Boocock; ‘Fresh 
Stocks,”’ F. R. Boocock; “Handicapped by 
Unsalable Goods,” C. H. Arnold; “Quality 
and Value in Retail Trade,” Charles 
Biggs; ‘‘Early Buying and Systematic 
Buying,” C. H. Arnold; “Dating Ahead,” 
Charles Biggs; “Buying and Over-Buy- 
ing,” F. C. Brunhouse; “Annual Inven- 
tories,” George L. Pender; “The Retail 
Merchant of 1900,” John T. Plummer; 
“Are Business Assignments Necessary?” 
D. C. Delamater; “The N. A. C. M. In- 
voice Filing and Liability Record Sys- 
tem.” 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


(The Editor of The American Lawyer 
recently wrote to & nugpeber of our crim- 
inal magistrates, prosecuting officers and 
leading members of the criminal bar in 
reference to the proposed abolition of 
capital punishment, stating that, while 
the policy of the magazine had always 
been towards favoring the discontinu- 
ance of what we believe to be nothing 
more than a relic of a barbaric condition 
of society, we desired to obtain a clear 
and candid expression of the views of 
those best qualified to speak upon the 
subject, whether they happened to agree 
with those held by us or not. We pub- 
lish herewith replies received from Hon. 
John W. Goff, Recorder of New York; 
Asa Bird Gardiner, Esq., and James 
Lindsay Gordon, Esq., District Attorney 
and Assistant District Attorney, respect- 
ively, of New York, and Emanuel M. 
Friend, Esq., of Friend, House & Gross- 
man, one who, from his long experience 
as a member of the criminal bar, is ex- 
ceedingly well qualified to discuss the 
subject.) 





Recorder’s Chambers, 
City of New York, 


April 17, 1899. 
H, Gerald Chapin, Esq. 

My Dear Sir—I am very much obliged 
for your courteous note relating to capi- 
tal punishment, which you propose dis- 
cussing in The American Lawyer. 

At present I am so pressed from day to 
day with matters that cannot be delayed 
that I am unable to contribute anything 
off hand to the discussion, but I shall 
watch with interest its progress, and 
later on very probably I may have some- 
thing to say, and particularly after be- 
ing enlightened by the views of others 
which, no doubt, will be well expressed. 
Yours very truly, JOHN W. GOFF. 


District Attorney’s Office, 
City and County of New York. 


P April 13, 1899. 
H. Gerald Chapin, Esq., 

Editor The American Lawyer, 

Sir—I am in receipt of your inquiry of 
the 12th instant, asking my opinion con- 
cerning the propriety of abolishing capi- 
tal punishment, which you state you re- 
gard as “nothing better than a relic of 
a state of barbarism.” 

I regret that the great pressure of 
public business at present precludes any 
extended reply. 

We have a lot of squeamish people in 
this country who are ever pursuing new 
fads. The object of punishment is to de- 
ter others from committing like offenses, 
and I see no reason to depart from the 
practice of our Anglo-Saxon ancestors, 
founded in wisdom and experience. A 
man or woman, for example, who will de- 
liberately plan to poison another and 
cause death by slow agony of days, and 
thus does deprive another of life, should 
be made to suffer for it—‘“‘an eye for an 
eye.” 

I have no sympathy with your move- 
ment, and very little respect for the 
class of people engaged in this sort of 
thing. I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

ASA BIRD GARDINER, 
District Attorney. 

[Comparisons are odious, and yet we 
cannot refrain from contrasting the fore- 
going with the courteous and dignified 
letter of Judge Goff immediately preced- 
ing. We think it was Mark Twain who 
compared the arguments of an opponent 
to the mercy of God—‘‘which passeth all 
understanding.’’—Ed.] 


District Attorney’s Office, 
City and County of New York. 
April 15, 1899. 
To the Editor of The American Lawyer, 
New York. 

Sir—In answer to your letter, I beg to 
Say that I am entirely opposed to the 
abolition of the death penalty for the 
crime of murder. 

Lack of time prevents me from enter- 
ing now into any discussion of the ques- 





tion, to which, however, I have given con- 
siderable thought. I can only say that 
in my opinion the movement for the 
abolition of capital punishment for mur- 
der is justified in neither reason, mor- 
als, experience nor expediency. The law 
as it stands is essential to the security 
of society, and I think the proposed sub- 
stitute of life imprisonment far more 
cruel than the death punishment. Very 
respectfully, 
JAMES LINDSAY GORDON, 
Assistant District Attorney. 

“The American Lawyer,” 

New York, N, Y. 
Gentlemen: 

Permit me to call your attention to the 
fact that your favor of the 15th inst., in- 
dicates that you labor under some misap- 
prehension with respect to my “experi- 
ence as a prosecuting officer in this city.” 
I am not now, nor have I ever been con- 
nected with the District Attorney’s of- 
fice of this county in any prosecuting ca- 
pacity. My experience has always been 
at the defendant’s side of the bar. 
Whether or not, in the light of this fact, 
my views upon the question of the aboli- 
tion of the death penalty will be at all 
welcome to you, I do not hesitate to ex- 
press them. 

I have been for a long time convinced 
that capital punishment is justifiable 
from the standpoint neither of ethics nor 
of expediency. That the death penalty is 
not a sword of Damocles tending toward 
the decrease of homicide is, I take it, al- 
most universally conceded. The indi- 
vidual with homicidal proclivities is not 
deterred by fear of the penalty. Crimi- 
nologists and psychologists are now as 
one in the conclusion that the result or 
punishment of crime has but little to do 
with the frequency of its commission, The 
inferences to be drawn from the statis- 
tics regarding the decrease in the propor- 
tion of murders to population in those 
jurisdictions such as Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, Switzerland, Holland and the like, 
where the death penalty has been abol- 
ished, are too clear and convincing to be 
questioned. Thus, although legislation 
seems not to have kept pace with the 
concensus of public and technical opin- 
ion, as evidenced by the results obtained 
through the abolition of the death pen- 
alty, there seems to be but little doubt 
that from the viewpoint of utility and 
expediency in the suppression and pre- 
vention of murder, the death penalty is 
vicious and inefficient. 

Capital punishment, however, is some- 
times defended upon the theory of econ- 
omy. It is suggested that inasmuch as 
a long term of imprisonment, if not incar- 
ceration for life, is the only fit substitute 
for the death penalty, the State is put 
to an expense in maintaining the crimi- 


nal which, with a free conscience, it 
might well avoid. JBPthically, of course, 
this latter contention is on its face well 


nigh monstrous. The theory whose con- 
tent is the taking of a human life, for 
the purpose of saving a few dollars 
should not, and I believe is not, seriously 
considered. 

Criminologists are now telling us, and 
with much forcefulness, that crime is to 
be looked wpon as a disease of the nerv- 
ous system. We are gradually beginning 
to class criminals as either habitual or 
sporadic. The former class, or “type- 
criminal,’ as it is usually called, repre- 
sents a form of neurotic defect or de- 
generacy. Individuals of this class are 
to be numbered rather among the un- 
fortunates than in the list of those to 
be condemned, Medical treatment, with, 
of course, proper disciplinary and penal 
exactions, is to be the remedy invoked 
for the correction of the individual and 
the protection of the State. This theory 
is still in its embryonic stage; but wheth- 
er or not we agree with the theorists in 
their Utopian treatment of type-crimi- 
nals, we must, at least, I think, agree 
with them that utility is not subserved 
by an infliction of the death penalty upon 
those concededly the victims of disease. 

As to the sporadic or accidental mur- 
derer, the one who is admittedly, apart 





from the particular act, free from crimi- 
nal instinet and tendency, no argument is 
needed in support of the proposition that 
neither expediency nor morality is aided 
by inflicting a penalty which does not 
deter others from like offenses and ac- 
tually prevents the particular individual 
from expiating his crime by lifelong 
penance and an actual reformation. 

To sum up, in a word, my experience 
with crimes and criminals, my examina- 
tion of the statistics in those jurisdictions 
wherein imprisonment for life has been 
substituted for the death penalty, and 
my investigation into the conditions that 
are concomitant with crime and inherent 
in the criminal, lead me to believe that 
capital punishment is an _ institution, 
which, always of doubtful utility, has 
now at least outlived its usefulness and 
should be discarded together with the 
many products of ignorance and barbar. 
ity. Yours, etce., 

EMANUEL M. FRIEND, 
Of Friend, House & Grossman, 
Attorneys, Etc. 

(The error of referring to Mr. Friend as 
a prosecuting officer was caused through 
inadvertence, and we can assure him that 
his views are none the less welcome be- 
cause of the fact that his experience has 
been on the defendant’s side of the case. 
We heartily agree with him in his con- 
clusions.—Hid.] 


BOOK REVIEWS. 


We beg to acknowledge the receipt of 
Vol. 157 New York Reports, 34 Appellate 
Division and 25 Miscellaneous. The 
binding, type, paper and general ar- 
rangement are, as usual, of the best. 


How to Proceed to Form a Stock Com- 
pany Under New York Laws, published 
by The Brown-Green Co., New York 
City, for gratuitous distribution. 
Unfortunately the policy of the New 

York State Department has been to uni- 
formly decline to furnish information 
with regard to the technical procedure 
incident to the formation of a corporation 
so that often the only way in which to 
discover the particular question at issue 
is to conduct a more or less lengthy 
search throughout our corporation law. 
To obviate the difficulty as much as pos- 
sible a small pamphlet has been prepared 
which will certainly prove of considera- 
ble assistance to those about to incor- 
porate. This takes up the subject of the 
various steps incident to incorporation, 
the filing of reports, etc. Copies may be 
had gratuitously upon application to the 
publisher. 








“The Federal Courts, Their Organization, 
Jurisdiction and Procedure,” by Charles 
H. Simonton, second edition, with ap- 
pendix on Bankruptcy Jurisdiction. B. 
F. Johnson Publishing Co., Richmond, 
Va., $2.00. 

We have read the foregoing work with 
considerable interest. While the size 
necessarily prevents it from being more 
than a review of the more salient points 
only, of Federal jurisdiction and proced- 
ure, it is thoroughly interesting and 
readable and a work which appears to 
us to be peculiarly adapted for use in the 
law schools. Of course, no treatise upon 
the subject of procedure can be complete 
without forms, and we trust the author 
will shortly enlarge the scope of his work 
by making the addition in a subsequent 
edition. He would then present a book 
that practitioners in the United States 
courts could ill afford to do without. In 
the present second edition, an appendix 
has been added on Bankruptcy, which is, 
we believe, open to the same suggestion. 
Taken as a whole the plan of the treatise 
must be commended and the only fault 
lies, as we have stated, in its being upon 
somewhat of a smaller scale than would 
seem advisable. While the impression 
left in our mind was that the work 
showed evidences of haste, it yet contains 
the materials for an excellent treatise 
upon procedure. 
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LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Fac- 
ulty, Membership and Course of Instruc- 
tion. Personal news concerning the Pro- 
fessors and Lecturers, the Standing and 
Action of Law Students, their Class or 
School Organizations and all subjects per- 
taining to Legal Educators and Students. 
Officers of Law Schools and of Law 
School Organizations are requested to 
send us such matters as are of general 
interest. 








IOWA COLLEGE OF LAW. 

On March 31 a most interesting address 
was delivered to the students by O. M. 
Brockett upon “How to Build Up and 
Hold a Practice.” 


CENTER COLLEGE—DEPARTMENT OF 
LAW. 


J. Proctor Knot, one of the best known 
lawyers in Kentucky, has given up his 
Practice to take the chair of law. 


UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA—LAW DE- 
PARTMENT. 


Prof. Charles A. Graves has resigned 
the chair of common and statute law 
at Washington and Lee University to 


accept a similar position in the Universi- 
ty of Virginia. 


NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY LAW 
SCHOOL. 

Members of the senior class met re- 

cently and adopted a resolution condemn- 

ing the action of Prof. Bluett Lee in op- 


posing the Campbell bill and protesting 
against further opposition on his part. 
The Campbell bill provides for the ad- 
mission to practice of lawyers who quali- 
filed according to the old regulations, 
without further examination. 


UNIVERSITY—DEPARTMENT 
OF LAW. 

A New Hampshire club has been re- 
cently organized with a membership of 
twenty-five, Warren W. Hart of Gorham 
presided, 


The following officers were chosen: 
Oscar L. Young of Wolfeborough, presi- 
dent; Frank E. Drew of Canterbury, 
vice-president; Thomas F. Moran of 
Nashua, secretary; Ivory C. Eaton of 
Nashua, treasurer. The executive com- 
mittee consists of Warren W. Hart, 
chairman, and Clarence S. Quinn of Exe- 
ter. 

Monthly meetings will be held for the 
purpose of discussing legal questions, 
particularly appropriate to New Hamp- 
shire, and a banquet will be held at the 
close of the year, at which some promi- 
nent New Hampshire man, an alumnus 
of the school, will deliver the principal 
address. 


BOSTON 


UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN—LAW DE- 
PARTMENT. 

The annual oratorical election took 
place on April 5, resulting in a victory of 
the law department over the department 
of literature, in spite of the fact that 
the latter summoned to their aid the 


votes of the 100 “‘co-eds.’”’ Officers were 
elected as follows: T. J. Jackson, '00, 
Chicago, president; D. H. Ortmeyer, '00, 
of Evansville, Ind., vice-president; M. G. 
Spaulding, '01, of Freport, O., secretary; 
Cc. D. Hurry, 00, of Ann Arbor, treasurer; 
H. E. Burgéss, ’01, of Oleda, Ill., second 
vice-president of the Northern Oratorical 
League; W. B. Harrison, ’01, of Imlay 
City, delegate to the Northern Oratorical 
League. 

The literary department are dissatisfied 
and a mass meeting has been held and 





steps taken toward contesting the elec- 
tion on the und of fraud. The matter 
has been laid before President Angell and 
Prof. Trueblood, who have promised to 
take steps toward its settlement. It is 
likely that a new election will be held. 


LAW SCHOOL. 

At the second annual dinner of the 
class of ’97 of the Pittsburgh Law School, 
at the University Club, a permanent law 
school alumni association was organized. 
The officers elected are Arthur W. Over, 
president; Charles W, Reamer, vice-pres- 
ident; John L. High, secretary and treas- 
urer. 


A committee to draft a constitution 
and by-laws was appointed, as follows: 
John M. Kennedy, Jr., Ernest E. Jones 
and E. C, Chalfant. 

The members of the class of '97, twen- 
ty-seven in number, have, with the ex- 
ception of two, been admitted to the bar 
and are now .practicing lawyers. 

The banquet was a very pleasant af- 
fair. Toasts were responded to by Hon. 
John D, Shafer, dean; Thomas Patterson, 
of the faculty; C. E. Locke, Harry Dia- 
mond, Arthur Ameissen and Percy Dig- 
by. John M. Kennedy, class chairman, 
presided. The Lego-Ministerial Quartet, 
composed of John L. High, G. H. Cal- 
vert, E. E. Jones and E. C. Chalfant, 
furnished the music for the occasion, 


GRANT UNIVERSITY—SCHOOL or 


LAW. 

Considerable trouble has been experi- 
enced here lately because of the conduct 
of Mr. John W. Farr, the late dean, who 
has been recently forced to resign be- 
cause of improper conduct in the award- 
ing of diplomas. It is alleged that de- 
grees have been offered to attorneys at 
prices varying from fifty to two hun- 
dred dollars. Recently Dean Farr en- 
tered into correspondence with a Wash- 
ington man, in which he proposed to fur- 
nish his correspondent with a degree from 
the school for the sum of $150, without 
troubling him with the wearisome course 
of study and preparation. The Wash- 
ington man, who had taken up the cor- 
respondence at the suggestion of two 
Chattanooga lawyers, sent the letters to 
the proper parties in Chattanooga, and 
the result was the dean’s sudden resig- 
nation. 

It is understood that the law school 
will now take on new life and that those 
interested will endeavor to make it oné 
of the leading schools of the country. 
The young men are studying hard, and 
are making great proficiency in their 
studies and are gratified that the insti- 
tution is not to be injured by the indis- 
cretions of the late dean. 


UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA—LAW 
DEPARTMENT. 

The new building for the Law Depart- 
ment of the University of Pennsylvania 
is now started and will be ready for oc- 
cupancy about Jan, 1, 1900. It will occupy 
the lot, 150 feet by 220 feet, at the south- 
west corner of Thirty-fourth and Chest- 
nut streets, extending from Chestnut 
street to Sansom street. The main en- 
trance will be on Thirty-fourth street, 
and a minor entrance on Sansom street. 

The construction will be fireproof, and 
very little wood will be used in the fin- 
ishing—even the floors will be mosaic or 
cement covered with linoleum. 

The walls of the exterior will be of a 
dark dull red brick and Indiana lime- 
stone, and the roof of green slate. 

In the basement at the south end, and 
flanking the Sansom street entrance, will 
be a number of club and quiz rooms, and 
a large room for bicycles. 





On the ground floor will be the of- 
fices of the dean, the coat room, lecture 
rooms, and a practice court and prothon- 
otary’s office. The lecture rooms, seven 
in number, will vary in size from a seat- 
ing capacity of 50 to one of 200. These 
rooms surround the large central hall- 
way, which is entered at the south end 
by a stairway leading up from the base- 
ment entrance hall, and also directly by 
the main entrance on Thirty-fourth 
street. Opposite the main entrance is 
the stair hall, with the grand staircase of 
marble, leading to the second or library 
floor. Halfway up the stairs, opening 
from the landing, will be the students’ 
toilet rooms. 

The library, or second floor, is devoted 
exclusively to the stack and reading 
room, with small professors’ rooms ad- 
joining. The stack room occupies the 
centre or heart of the building imme- 
diately opposite the staircase, and at the 
north and south ends are the two great 
reading rooms, seating 250 men each. In 
front of the stack on the east is the 
graduate or advanced reading room, 
flanked by the professors’ rooms in two 
stories. The library is arranged so that 
the books shall be in the middle of the 
building, while the readers will occupy 
the surrounding rooms near the light. 
The books are thus accessible to the 
greatest number of readers, and can be 
distributed and collected with the least 
delay and confusion. Every student will 
have his own desk, with its electric read- 
ing light and bell call and a closet for 
books or personal effects, The desks are 
so arranged that light from the windows 
will fall behind and at the side of the 
student, so that no reader will face the 
light. The book stack will be lighted 
mainly from the top. 

On the library floor there will be two 
conversation rooms for the use of the 
students when not at work. 

The architecture of the building is in 
the style of the English classic, of the 
beginning of-the XVIIIth century, or the 
reign of William and Mary. 


THER COLUMBIAN UNIVERSITY OF 
WASHINGTON, D. C.—LAW DE- 
PARTMENT. 


The Columbian University has taken 
two decided steps in advance during the 
past year. The first was the enlarge- 
ment of the regular law course from a 
two years to a three years’ course; the 
second was the establishment of a new 
school, known as the School of Compara- 
tive Jurisprudence and Diplomacy, 

The results in both of these moves 
have been most gratifying. The number 
of students enrolled in the Law School 
has increased in spite of the change, and 
the success of the School of Comparative 
Jurisprudence and Diplomacy has been 
almost phenomenal, 

This school opened with over ninety 
students enrolled. The opening exercises 
were brilliant and were attended by Pres- 
ident McKinley, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
Premier of Canada, and a large number 
of other very distinguished men, Speeches 
were made by Sir Wilfrid Laurier and 
the members of the faculty of the school, 
consisting of President B. L. Whitman, 
Justices Harlan and Brewer of the Unit- 
ed States Supreme Court, ex-Secretary of 
State John W. Foster, Hon. Lyman J 
Gage, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
Hon. Charles W. Needham, Dean. 

The school is designed to afford a high- 
er and broader knowledge of jurisprud- 
ence and to fit men for legal service in 
international affairs and for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the Gov- 
ernment. It is a two years’ course and 
leads to the degrees of Doctor of Civil 
Law or Master of Diplomacy. 

This is the first school of the kind in 
this country. It is opportunely started at 
a time when the expansion of our foreign 
commerce is becoming of such immense 
importance. Its location at the National 
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Capital makes the securing of an un- 
equaied faculty a possibility. 

The course for the first year covers the 
following subjects: 

Political History and Science, Compara- 
tive Constitutional Law, Roman Law, In- 
terstate Commerce Law, History of 
American Diplomacy and Treaties, Inter- 
national Law and Conflict of Laws. 

The course for the second year will 
cover H.ustory of American and European 
Diplomacy and Treaties, Political Geog- 
raphy in its Relation to Political His- 
tory, Comparative Jurisprudence, Inter- 
national Trade and Finance, Practice of 
Diplomacy and Boards of Arbitration 
and Proceedings therein. 

In addition to the gentlemen already 
mentioned as of the faculty may be men- 
tioned Hon, David J. Hill, Assistant Sec- 
retary of State; Hon. William P. Wilson, 
Director of the Philadelphia Commercial 
Museums; Hon. Willis Van Devanter, As- 
sistant Attorney General of the United 
States; Hon. William Wirt Bowe of the 
New Orleans Bar and Joseph French 
Johnson, Esq., of Philadelphia. 

Such a faculty will insure a most inter- 
esting, instructive and attractive course, 
and the present indications are that the 
number of students another year will be 
exceptionally large. 

A new building has been built and ded- 
icated exclusively to the Schools of Law 
of the University. It adjoins the Univer- 
sity, which is situated in the center of the 
city, and the building which is known as 
Law Lecture Hall is as modern, conveni- 
ent and complete as art could make it. 

It is confidently expected that in the 
near future a separate building will be 
imperatively needed for this new school 
exclusively, and that some citizen who 
wishes to build a lasting monument to 
himself, that will benefit posterity, will 
see this opportunity. 


UNIVERSITY OF MAINE—LAW DE- 
PARTMENT. 
The Spring term of the Law School be- 
gan on March 30, after the Easter vaca- 
tion of one week. 


The case for trial at the first session of 
the moot court was that of James E. 
Cope vs. Fifth National Bank of Bangor; 
Waterhouse and Williams were for the 
plaintiff and Cook and Thompson were 
in the defense. This is the statement: 

The plaintiff made a shipment of 400 
barrels of apples, on the 15th of October, 
1897, from Bangor, to one John T. Baker, 
a dealer in Boston. On same day he de- 
posited a draft with defendant, covering 
the shipment as follows: 

“Bangor, Me., Oct, 15, 1897.—At sight 
pay to the order of James E. Cope one 
thousand dollars, for value _ received, 
amount due for apples this day shipped. 

“JAMES E. COPE. 

“To John T. Baker, Boston, Mass. 

“Indorsed: 

“For collection—James E. Cope.” 

Defendant immediately mailed the 
draft to the Enterprise Bank of Boston, 
with instructions to collect. The latter 
bank collected the amount of the draft 
from Baker on the 20th of October, in 
the morning, but on the afternoon of the 
same day, without making a remittance, 
closed its doors because of insolvency. 

Plaintiff gave the defendant no instruc- 
tions as to where the draft should be 
sent, and defendant had no reason to 
doubt the solvency of the Enterprise 
Bank. At the time of receiving the draft 
defendant credited the plaintiff's pass 
book and his account with $1,000. On re- 
ceiving a telegram from Boston, on the 
2ist of October, that the Enterprise Bank 
had failed, defendant erased plaintiff's 
credit on the bank books of $1,000, and 
notified him. Plaintiff then demanded 
Payment of the $1,000, which defendant 
refused. 

A most interesting lecture was deliv- 
ered on Friday, April 4, by Hon. Louis 
Cc. Southard, of Boston, upon the sub- 
ject of expert witnesses. 





After opening, Mr. Southard said that 
it is the province of a judge to decide 
whether or not a person is qualified as 
an expert witness. The testimony of an 
expert goes to the jury as any other evi- 
dence, and the jurors may utterly ex- 
clude the weight of the testimony of ex- 
perts. In no sense is the jury bound to 
respect expert evidence, on account of 
its coming from an expert, but it may re- 
ceive, consider and attach whatever im- 
portance it may see fit. 

Mr. Southard said that the demeanor 
and conduct of a witness is of great im- 
portance, and experts, before going upon 
the stand, should be consulted by the at- 
torney so that suggestions may be offered 
and points made clear which will benefit 
both the witness himself, the client 
for which he is testifying and the law- 
yer who is conducting the case. State- 
ments by experts should be made mod- 
estly and not in the manner adopted by 
some men when they wish to impress the 
jury of their importance as witnesses and 
professional men. 

The witness should follow closely the 
questions and should be careful of wan- 
dering from the direct question and to 
help him to do this, the counsel may give 
good assistance by. careful and patient 
questioning and drawing out answers. 

Mr. Southard now took up the subject 
the post mortem examination and the 
chemical analysis of organs in cases of 
supposed murder by poisoning. He ex- 
plained the circumstances when it would 
be necessary after a body had been found 
bearing wounds and injuries, to investi- 
gate and prove that the wounds were 
made before death and were of sufficient 
force to cause death. He then went on 
and told of the proceedings after the ex- 
amination and of the analysis by chem- 
ists. 

This was given by Mr. Southard as the 
rule governing the introduction of expert 
testimony: 

“Whenever the facts to be investigated 
are such that common experience and 
knowledge of men do not enable them to 
draw accurate conclusions but are such 
that the study and experience of special- 
ists do enable such specialists and other 
persons to draw accurate conclusions, the 
inferences and deductions they have 
drawn can be testified to by those who 
qualify themselves before the court as 
persons having sufficient skill and experi- 
ence as specialists to entitle them to give 
opinions. 

“Expert testimony may be offered up- 
on questions of science and skill or others 
of like kind, when the subject under in- 
quiry is such that inexperienced persons 
are incapable of forming correct judg- 
ment without such assistance and when 
the subject matter under investigation so 
far partakes of the nature of science that 
it requires special study to acquire a 
knowledge of it.”’ 


NEW YORK UNIVERSITY—DEPART- 
MENT OF LAW. 
On March 30 forty-eight pupils, who 


had completed the course in the woman’s 
law class, received their certificates. 
After prayer offered by the Rev. Dr. 
George Alexander, Mrs. John P. Munn, 
the president of the Women’s Legal Edu- 
cational Society, delivered an address, in 
which she sketched the history of the 
women’s class during the nine years of 


its existence. 
Essays were read by Mrs. Washington 


A. Roebling on the “Disabilities of Mar- 
ried Women,” and by Miss Lottie W. 
Booth on “The Punishment of Crime.” 
The university prize scholarship, worth 
$200, in the form of two years’ free 
tuition at the University Law Schooi, 
was awarded to Miss Helen St. Clair and 
to Mrs. Mary Gilroy Mulqueen, the com- 
mittee being unable to decide which had 


passed the better examination for the 
Chancellor’s certificate. The Mrs. J. 
Hedges Crowell prize of $50 was awarded 





PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 


The is a list of the most prominent law 
schools the eountry. in 
this list will be accorded to law schools, eto. 
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Yass UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL... New Haven, Conn. 





eee ce nee kucos beans , Cole. 
Columbian University ..... ii eidne D. 0. 
Atlanta Law School...............-.....- Ga. 





s to LL. B. and admission to Bar. 
Graduate Courses lead to LL. M. and D. C. L. For 
logue address J. J. Tobias, LL. B., Sec’y, 
115 Dearborn Chicago, Ils. 
ILLINOIS CO: LAW 


hn rnd Texas, I Law open | ete Austin, Texas. 
LAW DEPARTMENT, UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA...... 
apnecie hacks anaiabinaibendniiiied pe ong pew 
ae eee | and continues 
nine months. course for the B.L. 
pa ana For catalogue address P. B. 
BaRRINGER, Chairman of Faculty 


WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
LAW. William L. Wilson. LL. D., President. A 
thorough and complete two years’ ‘course. Fifteen 
hours of lectures a week each year. Three pro- 
fessors who devote their entire time to the schoo! 
and four lecturers on special topics. School o 
Kconomics, Political Seienes and History open to 
law students withoutcharge. Expenses erate. 
Session — soe September 8th. For cai » 

les A. G — Dean, Lexington, 
cary amennecee Ri ve. 

Wisconsin University Law School... Madison, ‘Wis. 


CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


LAW DEPARTMENT OF LAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY. 
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qo ~ tion. John Gibbons.’ Und 
cious pene Post RGliabeandates 
SESSIONS EACH WEEK DAY EVENING. 
For further information address Secretary, 
ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
1501—100 Washington St., CHICAGO, ILL. 








to Mrs. Roebling for the best essay on 
“What an American Woman Loses by 
Her Marriage with a Foreigner.” 


Miss M. Cary Thomas, the president of 
Bryn Mawr College, delivered the ad- 
dress to the graduates. In it she said 
that the brightest promise of the future 
in this country lay in the competing col- 
leges and universities, which she believed 
would in time outciass the German insti- 
tutions of learning. Miss Thomas ques- 
tioned the advisability of the establish- 
ment by Congress of a national univer- 
sity, on the ground that if men are taxed 
to support it they will cease to give as 
freely to other institutions as they have 
in the past. She continued: 

“To decide in favor of founding a na- 
tional university in the face of such ar- 
guments as I have briefly enumerated 
would require the most overwhelming 
weight of evidence; yet, without waiting 
for any such evidence, great numbers of 
women have banded themselves together 
in a George Washington Memorial Asso- 
ciation, and have begun to raise $250,000 
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to erect one of the buildings of this na- 
tional university, which, happily, has not 
ye been ae on by those who are 

dispense patronage. Various 
Soantlee of ie Colonial Dames and 
Daughters of the Revolution and 
women’s clubs of all kinds have listened 
to the exhortations of the members of 
the George Washington Memorial Asso- 
ciation, and have passed resolutions in 
favor of such university. It is not, I 
think, unfair to say that before passing 
these resolutions no careful consideration 
has been given to the question, whether 
such a university is desirable. The op- 
ponents of the measure have very seldom 
been present to point out the objections, 
and the objections that exist are not 
such as would suggest themselves at first 
thought to women who have not had 
much practical experience either of 
political corruption or of the difficulties 
attending the management of higher in- 
stitutions of learning. The argument 
that has appealed to them seems to have 
been the sentimental argument, and yet 
the results of such a university, when 
established, must be reckoned with un- 
sentimentally as hard facts. What if 
Washington and Jefferson and others of 
our early statesmen did think that there 
should be a national university? It is as 
absurd to give undue weight to their 
opinion as it would be for England or 
France to decide some burning issue of 
the present time by the political opinions 
of statesmen of the time of the French 
Revolution and of George III. The con- 
ditions of the United States have com- 
pletely changed within the last century. 
At the time of Washington and Jefferson 
there were no great American universi- 
ties. We have only to read some of the 
recent lives of Washington, or the life 
of Franklin that has just appeared, to 
realize that the men of that day were 
living in a different world, and that 
Washington or Jefferson, seeing through 
our eyes the changed conditions of to- 
day, would reach conclusions as con- 
servative and as statesmanlike as the 


conclusions they did reach under the ; 


very different conclusions of a century 
ago. Personally, I am convinced that 
Washington would be the first to op- 
pose the founding of a national uni- 
versity under present conditions, and it 
will be, it seems to me, the irony of fate 
if his bequest should contribute to bring 
about a result that he would now de- 
plore.” 


The certificates were awarded by Chan- 
cellor McCracken to these graduates: 

Miss Alice Louise Abell, Miss Elfrida 
Ackerman, Mrs. Abby Ella Allen, Miss 
Ellen Theresa Bennett, Miss Margaret 
May Burnet, Mrs. Kate Griffith Bonner, 
Miss Lottie Washington Booth, Miss 
Amelia Ella Cameron, Miss Marion 
Weston Cottle, Miss Elizabeth Alice 
Craven, Miss Gertrude Stella Crockett, 
Mrs. Mary Jane Fitzgibbon, Mrs. Elva 
Delia Pierce Follett, Miss Annie Barrie 
Ford, Miss Ella Park Hamilton Fowler, 
Mrs. Annie Marie Glass, Miss Margherita 
Wheeler Gray, Mrs. Jane Pearson Good- 
speed, Miss Maud Florine Herman, Mrs. 
Mary Elizabeth Hinman, Miss Edith 
Jacobs, Miss Henrietta Saxe Kaliske, A. 
B., New York Normal College; Mrs. Alice 
Dana Keyes, Miss Jane Knickerbocker, 
Miss Helen Landray, Miss Harriet Claire 
Lawler, Miss Katharine Leonard, Mrs. 
Mary Isabelle McDonald, Mrs. Virginia 
Brooks McKelway, Miss Fay Mary Mac- 
Cracken, Miss Adelaide Mills, Mrs. Mary 
Gilroy Mulqueen, Miss Norma Leslie 
Munro, Miss Isa Nordlinger, Miss Ethel 
Pearsall, Miss Jennie Wilson Pearson, 
Mrs. Emily Warren Roebling, Mrs. 
Estelle Young Romeyn, Miss Bessie 
Helen Schlesinger, Miss Finette Scott 
Seelye, Mrs. Marie Vaughn Siegel, Miss 
Minnie Elizabeth Smith, Miss Helen St. 
Clair, Miss Emma Woodruff Still, Mrs. 
Margaret Purser Valentine, Miss Hannah 
Mae Wallen, Miss Etelke Wardell, Miss 
Elizabeth Carrington Wilcock. 


Mrs. Bonner is the wife of the pub- 
lisher, Mrs. McKelway is the wife of the 





editor of the Brooklyn Eagle. Mrs. 
Roebling is the wife of Washington 
Roebling, the well-known engineer. She 
is vice-president of Sorosis. Mrs. Siegel 
is the editor of a magazine, and has 
written several novels. Miss Bessie 
Schlesinger is the daughter of a banker. 
Miss Norma Leslie Munro is a daughter 
of the publisher, and is a well-known 
horsewoman. Two of her cousins, Miss 
Pearson and Mrs, , are mem- 
bers of the class. Mrs, Michael J. Mul- 
queen is the daughter of ex-Mayor Gil- 
roy. Miss Leonard is a granddaughter 
of Justice Leonard of the Supreme Court, 
and Miss Ethel Pearsall is the daughter 
of a Brooklyn lawyer. Miss McCracken 
is a daughter of the Chancellor and a 
graduate of Bryn Mawr. Miss Helen St, 
Clair is a graduate of Columbia. Miss 
Kaliske and others have taken degrees 
at the Normal College. 


—?o 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


The following attorneys have been dis- 
barred from practice before the Depart- 
ment of the Interior: Rudolph Boege, 
Milwaukee, Wis. (illegal fees); James D. 
Mandeville, Fort Collins, Colo, (false 
statements in application for admission); 

. W. Greer, Camden, Mo., and John W. 
Slade, of Quincy, Ill 





Charles H. Zabelar, a patent attorney, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., has been arrested, 
charged with passing a bogus check on 
one John F.. Eberhart, a liveryman. Zab- 
elar had hired a horse and carriage of 
Eberhart, and gave the check in pay- 
ment, which was found to be worthless. 
When taken to police headquarters Zab- 
elar was searched, and several checks 
that were filled out for amounts ranging 
from $5 to $30, were found on him. Pawn 
tickets for various articles were also 
found on him. ‘ 


Disbarment proceedings have been in- 
stituted against the law firm of Griffin, 
Griffin & Griffin, of Sheridan, Ind. The 
trouble grew out of their services as at- 
torneys for Henry I. Thistlewait, who 
was guardian of Ora Cox, a person of 
unsound mind. It is charged that the 
Griffins took advantage of the guardian 
and the demented young man and se- 
cured several mortgages on the real es- 
tate of Cox, amounting in all to nearly 
$1,500. The case is attracting much at- 
tention, as the Griffins have been doing 
considerable law business at Sheridan. 


Judge Maynard F. Stiles and H. K. 
Shuemate, two prominent West Virginia 
attorneys, have been disbarred by Judge 
Saunders, of the Wyoming County Cir- 
cuit Court because of unprofessional con- 
duct in connection with the redemption 
of an old Virginia patent known to the 
legal profession throughout the East as 
the Henry C. King half-million-acre 
tract. Judge Stiles is from Massachu- 
setts, but at present resides at Charleston. 
Shuemate lives at Williamson. The mo- 
tion disbarring the attorneys causes much 
interest because of the prominent part 
they have played in the attempt of this 
large redemption. 


A. C. Woodruff, a pension attorney of 
Oakland City, Ind., has been sentenced 
to imprisonment for a year and a day on 
a charge of forgery. About a year ago 
he was arrested by Special Pension Ex- 
aminer Bridges, charged with forging 


jurats. Woodruff was not a notary pub- 
lic, but the way he conducted 
his office did not render it nec- 
essary for him to get a notary 
public commission. Whenever he made 
out a pension paper he signed the name 
of W. W. Richardson to it and used a 
notary public seal which he always kept 
in his office. It is said he also forged the 
name of witnesses to his papers. The 
Federal Grand Jury decided Woodruff on 
a dozen or more counts, but he was pros- 





| 


ecuted on only one. Judge Baker said he 
would suspend sentence for fifteen days 

in order to give the prisoner a onsets 
get his business affairs in shape. Wood. 
ruff is 57 years old and is well known 
throughout "Gibson County. Public senti- 
ment is largely in his favor, and it is said 
his friends will at once the circula- 
tion of a petition asking Judge Baker to 
suspend the sentence indefinitely. 


At a recent meeting of Common Pleas 
Judges, Judge Dellenbaugh was re- 
quested to retire from active. participa- 
tion as a Judge of the Common Pleas 
bench unti] the Supreme Court of Ohio 
passes on his case. The Circuit Court 
earlier in the day had refused to grant 
Judge Dellenbaugh a new trial. and at 
the meeting of the Judges, held shortly 
after the rendering of this decision, a res- 
olution requesting him to retire was in- 
troduced. Judge Dellenbaugh refused 
to accede to the request of his brother 
members of the bench, owing to the ab- 
sence from the city of Judge Ingersoll, 
who was his attorney throughout this 
case, and further action was postponed. 
Owing to Judge Dellenbaugh’s refusal to 
withdraw from the bench pending the 
hearing of the case in the Supreme Court, 
the Judges will not change their rooms, 
as is customary at the beginning of new 
terms. Judge Dellenbaugh would have 
been assigned to duty in the Criminal 
Court room, and it was the unanimous 
opinion of the Judges that he should not 
be assigned to this court room, and he 
will hold the Court of Equity. 


—-o- 


RECENT DEATHS. 


eee 
ALABAMA. 
Judge W. P. Gaddis, Wetumpka. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Judge Israel Lawton, Oakland. 
Seth F. Daniels, Oakland. 
Judge Perry Dowdy, Gilroy. 
George W. Fox, Redwood City. 
John A, Harris, Oakland. 
COLORADO. 
Edmund J. Moffat, Denver. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Judge H. Olmstead, Stamford. 
FLORIDA. 
Judge A. J. Corbett, St. Augustine. 
GEORGIA. 
Judge L, C. Ryan, Hawkinsville. 
W. R. Chamblee, Pendergrass. 
John T. Glenn, Atlanta. 
Judge McAlvis Spence, Hamilton. 
ILLINOIS. 
Charles W. Dwight, Chicago. 
John Miller, Chicago. 
Daniel H. Patrick, Carmi. 
Justice Eugene M. Hartman, South Evanston. 
INDIANA. 
William E. Stoddard, Wabash. 
Judge John Robert Cravens, Indianapolis. 
Judge W. A. Moore, Greensburg. 
Wilson Morrow, Indianapolis. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Robert J. Downing, Vinita. 
IOWA. 
Judge William Cowles James, Council Bluffs. 
Stephen M. Marsh, Sioux City. 
KANSAS, 
Charles Sweeney, Fredonia. 
Judge T. L. Davis, Bureka. 
KENTUCKY. 
Judge Reginald H. Thompson, Louisville. 
Judge H. P. Moffett, Corbin. 
F. M, West, Hopkinsville. 
L. H. Noble, Louisville. 
B. R. Richardson, Versailles. 
Judge R. Petree, Hopkinsville. 
MAINE. 
William Beattie, Rockland. 
Stillman C. Archer, Bangor. 
MARYLAND. 
William Francis Smith, Hagerstown. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Judge Horace W. Bush, West Brookfield. 
Andrew Mehaffy, Cambridge. 
Charles T. Bonney, New Bedford. 
Thomas A. Fitzgibbon, Springfield. 
Thomas A. Codd, New Bedford. 
Guilford White, North Baston. 
Henry J. rtis, Hanover. 
Edwin H, Darling, Boston. 
MICHIGAN. 
Alexander W. Davis, Flint. 
Harry G. Bailey, Hillsdale. 
Silas P. Hutchinson, Standish. 
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Stites’ Witions 1%. Darnen, Seie PATENT ATTORNEYS. WANTED AND FOR SALE. 
_Tmomas 6. sicher, ex Governor, of Missouri, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. By qe oe 


He was first Abolition Governor of a former 
slave State. He served during the reconstruction 
period. Died at Washi le 

Judge R. L. Su Farmington. 

Robert J. Downing, Webb City. 

William Z. , Whiteside. 

Charles ers, Sedalia. 

Judge J. M. Patterson, Spri eld. 

George R. Fearsons, Kansas ty. 

NEBRASKA. 

Judge W. L. Greene, Omaha. 

J Charles W. Beck, University Place. 

Judge William C, Jam Omaha. 

Judge Richard Livsey, Wymore. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John L. Cariton, Bath. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Frederick W. Ward, Newark. 

Col. William R. Winthrop, Professor of r= | 
at West Point, author of ‘Military Law a 
Precendents,"’ the standard work on military 
law. Died at Atlantic City. 

NEW YORK. 

De Witt C. Greenfield, Baldwinsville. 

Julius Holden Dawes, Buffalo. 

Abram Thorn, Hamburg. 

Alfred F. Mitchell, Whitestone. 

Aurelius Mestre, New York. 

Sluman L. baggy ag 

Abram A. Willey, r Haven. 

Edward H. Doolittle, Mohawk. 

Ezra Morehouse, Red Hook. 

W. L. Ament, Seneca Falls. 

Walter Balleau, Lowville. 

John J. Olcott, Albany. 

James H. Egan, New York. 

Frederick L. Westbrook, Kingston. 

Hon. John G. McIntyre, one of the leaders of 
the Northern New York Bar, of Potsdam, N. Y., 
died suddenly at Long Beach, Cal., on March 13, 
1899. Mr. McIntyre was educated at Potsdam 
and at Middlebury College, of which he was an 
alumnus. He had been in active practice in 
Potsdam for upward of thirty years, having for 
many years been a member of the firm of Par- 
ker & McIntyre, which was dissolved on Mr. Par- 
ker’s election to Congress. Mr. McIntyre was 
a prominent member of the last Constitutional 
Convention, a trustee of Middlebury College, a 
Phi Beta Kappa man and a member of the Delta 
Kappa Epsilon fraternity; president of the Board 
of Trustees of the Clarkson School of Technology, 
secretary of the Local Board of the Potsdam 
State Normal School, a vestryman of Tfinity 
Chureh, and was prominently identified with al- 
most every public body at his home. His death 
was very sudden and entirely unexpected, and 
was a great shock to the profession and the gen- 
eral public. He had a re woyre and his 
counsel was much sought for. Many of the young 
members of the profession got their start through 
his kind and generous advice and assistance. His 
funeral was held in Trinity Church, Potsdam, on 
March 22, and was largely attended by members 
of the bar from Northern New York. 


OHIO. 


B. H. Westenhaver, Bowli Green. 
Judge Bdward C. Wade, Jefferson. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Francis Harrison Pierpont, War Governor of 
West Virginia; died at Pittsburg. 
Henry C. Herr, Moorestown. 

Henry ©. Brown, Warren. 

Judge C. Benbaker, Lancaster. 
Thomas B. Schnatterly, Uniontown. 
John A. Bickel, Philadelphia. 
James Duncan Ramsey, Pittsburg. 
Thomas B. Searight, Pittsburg. 
Alfred F. Custis, Philadelphia. 
Judge Basi! Gordon, Waynesburg. 
James F. Robb, Pittsburg. 

James Roller, Hollidaysburg. 

Cc. F,. Hasson, Oil City. 

RHODD ISLAND. 

Judge Joseph S. G. Cobb, Providence. 
T. P. Barnesfield, Pawtucket. 

John E. Goldsworthy, Pawtucket. 
Andrew H. Remington, Providence. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Judge Samuel Wicliff, Charleston. 


TENNESSEE. 
John L. Williams, Knoxville. 
Samuel R. Ailer, Knoxville. 


Judge F. J. Lewis, Knoxville. 
TPXAS. 
G. 8S. Jones, Houston. 
H. A. Willit, Galveston. 
Judge Asa H. Willie, Houston. 
VERMONT. 
G. A. Dickey, Bradford. 
Judge Jerome B. Bromley, Castleton. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
William H. Travers, Charlestown. 
Joseph B. Smith, Wheeling. 
Alfred Benjamin Rawlings, Fredericksburg. 
WISCONSIN. 
David Babcock, Fon du Lac. 
Silas W. Pinney, Madison. 
CANADA. 
Archibald George McLean, Toronto. 
James Beatty, Q. C., Toronto. 





WASHINGTON (Washington Co.) 

LAWSON & CO., 312 Indiana ave. Patents and 

patent cau3zes. [9 Associate work in both 

office and cou: t practice give n prompt attention. 

O'Meara & Co., 8'3Gai..N. W. Refer to Colum- 
bia National Bank. 


ILLINOIS. 


as- counsel to practising attorneys in patent 
causes. All gentanioneee for taking dopenttions 


OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


ee Gan Bye ee by foreigs 
uties to 

which contemplate doing business in such 

and affixing certain penaition fer non-com 

Biuie ty ie proceedin, no thccemins of ton 

6 

eaitered into by such corporations that fall boom 

6 law. 





make te with such or 
ean aamuli ten terthele eorviven, white ought not se 
be less than $10, nor more than $25 per annum. 

The neglect to d 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 

Arizona— 

Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 

California— 

Colorado— 
Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 

ware— 


Georgia— 

Idaho— 

Tlinois— 

Indiana— 

Iowa— 

ee & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 
ville. 


Maine — 
Maryland—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 
East, Baltimore. 

Massachusetts— 

Michigan—SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler 
Building, Detroit. 

Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum- 
ber aaneae Sinacepelia 


Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 

Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 

New York— 

North Dmg W. HINSDALE, Citizens Nat’ 


Bank Building, Raleig : 
North Dakota—BANGS & GUTHRIE, Grand Forks. 
Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus 


Oregon— 

Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 

Rhode Island— 

South Carolina—MORDECA! & GADSDEN, 43-47 Broad 
street, Charleston. 

South Dakota— 


Tennessee— 

Texas—R. B. LOGGINS, Galveston. 
Utah— 

Vermont— 


Virginia— 
Woot Viginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 


Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee, 


4 








WANTED-—Energetic attorney, 30; LL.B and LL. 
Cabagotapestencotn ow and ecliestion efide, Cbicage 
ce w C8 ; 
Jd.P.; res location in smaller place. Will arrange 
for paroentnge otnet proatn, “Have typewriter mince. 
‘or ofnet . Have ‘ter, mimeo- 
graph, ete. Address ‘J. K."’ care ‘Aeorioan Lawyers’ 
gency, P. O. Box 411, New York City. 


ANTED.—A law ner. Have lived in place 
W eighteen years; = good library and 





gr ee 
young man, who wor can 8 
Sharge of t 


practice ; will sell an undivided half in- 

office farn and give equal 
bus 3 seat, —— — 
tion, on C. M. & St. P. R. R. in South Dakota Ad 3 
“M. O. R.”, care erican Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 


WANTED.—The March number '894 and the July 
La 





and December numbers 1895 ot THE AMERICAN 
THE AMmgRICAN LAwysr, P. O. 


WYER. Address 
Box 411, New York City. 








BARGAINS ! 


In parts of sets of Standard 
Reports, Digests, etc. 


State Reports, ist 48 Vols................ $90 00 
Reports, Porter, 9 Vols.: Stewart & 
5 Vols.; Stewurt, 3 Vols.; Alabama, 1, 2, 













of Law, ist 21 Vols. 
of Law, ist 11Vols. 


r++ ooo + + + o4 


Case, 31 Vols. 
Cases, ist 11 Vols.... 
ist 7 Vol 




















Court 
tnglish La 
nglt: 

nglish Ch y Reports, ist 43 Vols..... 

nglish C Law Re 3 

federal Reporter, ist 24 Vols....... 3 

General D it, 1886 to 1891, 6 Vols 

Howard’s tice Reports, ist 0 Vols. . an ] 

Indiana Reports, ist 49 Vols........................ 65 « 

Jacob Fisher's — English Reports, 10 Vois... ( 

Law and Equity i 2 

Law Library Text a, SB Vols ....00.4:. ence. 
assachusetts Keports, ist 60 Vols... 

husetts Reports, ist 54 Vols........... ” 

Maryland Reports, ist 24 Vols. in 12 books... . ‘ 

Moak’s English Reporte, 37 Vols. and 2 Digests... 4 

“ “ " 35 Vols. and 2 Digests... 18 ¢ 
“ SG sands ickasneanal 10 



































“ “ 
“ “ 


. “ 


“ ‘ 2 
Michigan Reporta, ist 88 Vols 


Michigan Reports, Vols. 4i to 70, 90 \ ols... 
Mic Reports, Vols. 41 to 88, 48 Vols... 
— n Reports, ist 63 Vols 








W. Reporter, Vols. 2 to 38, inclusive 











( 
0 ¢ 
4 uf 
‘ 
N. Y. State Reporter, ist 68 Vols. and 2 Digests |_| ; y 
N. Y. Chancery Reports, 31 Vols......, 9 ........ 20 ¢ 
N. Y. Common Law Keports, 79 Vols. in 34 books. rt or 
8s — AY) eee ue 
N. E. Reporter, ist 25 Vols..... 20 
Nebraska Reports, ist 25 Vols - oa 
N. Y. Weekly Digest, ist 25 Vols............ . 
N. 3. Guppeemmems, Bi VOM. 2.2... 2.0. cece ccc cces 25 Of 
N. Y. Superior Court Reports, ist 44 Vols...... .. v 
Nevada Keports, i8 Vols. in 10 books............... 9 } + ) 
New Jersey Law Reports, ist 52 Vols...... ...... v0 OW 


SO th ca Feeaiveic dd oes cc ccacbdncnedcs canbeel 75 00 





Books are all in nice second-hand 
order, binding sound and perfect. Order 
at once as we Only have one set of each 
at prices named. 





WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., 


N.Y. 


ROCHESTER, - 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


named in this list have been recom- 
bankers, or other 


@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys en favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens~ ( 


)-- W. R. WALKER 
law and collections. *“pohes to Bank 
of Athens. 
Attalla (Etowah) 
Refers to Bank of Attalla. 
Bessemer (Jefferson) .................----- J. A. Estes 


= jouw. Jefferson) 
JOHN W. CHAMBLEE, ep Bldg. Refers to 


ison) Lawren ce Cooper 
Refers toFiretN on and W.R. Rison&Co., b’kers. 
Livingston* gam Reuben ben Chapman 
BAUMER & 3 & STOUTZ, (Successors to Clark & Clark), 
offices 17 N. Royal st. Collections a specialty. 
General law practice. Depositionstaken Re- 
fer to First National Bank and Wm. H. Lein- 
kauf & bankers. 
ot ae VA o~ 65 St. Francia st. Practices 
tate and United States. Prompt 
of set > attention given to colJections 
se business. Sten oe and No- 
. References— ational and 
Pespie’ sBanks, Mobile. St fis 
Ha bell, bags mod and Commercial La 
Mercantile Adjuster, North American er. 
cantile Agency, At Attorneys’ The American 
Law List and ited Commercial Lawyers. 
Mon (Montgomery) W. M. BLAKEY 
Attorney at law and notary public, 40}, Commerce 
st. Special attention to commercial collections. 
Refers to Bank of Montgomery, Chandler & Dou- 
real estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 
e Brick Co. Will represent foreign creditors 
in i tenhrast proceedings. 
Sima" (Dallas 
(Dallas) 
Talladega (Talladega). . - Wilbur T. Edwards 
Tuscaloosa) - -.. Foster, Jones . Rather 


Almon 
Charles W. Hare 


ARIZONA. 


Mesa City (Maricopa) 


Send to Phoenix 
Phoenix™ (Mari 


--Arthur J. Edwards 
Robert E. Morrison 
JAMES REILLY 


Real Estate and Mining business a Bena to Ph 
Tempe (Maricopa) hoenix 
Tucson* (Pima) & Martin 


Fort Smith* (Sebastian) 

THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 
tions, Bankruptcy cases, specialties. Refers 
to American National Bank. 

P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave. Commercial, cor- 
poration ‘and real estate law. Spe ial atten- 
tion to proceedings in bankrup cy and mer- 
cantile collections. 


Greenwood* (Sebastian)........ .......... T. B. Pryor 





San Bernard 

San Diego* (San Diego) 
Rooms 19, 20, re Pd Fath ng og -4 Block. Refer to 
the First National ation 


FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
Bartlett & Borde bi 530 California st. 


Salz Bldg. “Refers to Farner & iierchants Bank 
Tulare (Tulare 
Watsonville Bente Cruz 

Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Woodland* (Yolo) 


COLORADO. 


Amethyst (Mineral) 
Aspen (Pitkin) 
Colorado Springs* (E] Paso) 
Cunningham & Musser, Ferris Block. Refer to 
E) Paso County Bank, First National and Ex 
change National Banks, all of ColoradoS gs. 
Cripple Creek (El Paso) 3 homas 
efer to Bimetallic Bank of this place. 
—% Fairlamb 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank 
Denver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG, POST & SHFLD W, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer Bldg. References on application. 
CHARLES A. Mac /ILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran- 
mer Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 
(See card front page.) 
Durango” (La Plata) Reese Dae 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Eldora (Boulder) 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) pee) @. menu Lin 
Refers to any bank in Grand J uaction. 
Greeley* (Weld) A.C. me 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)..................... -.D, T 
Leadville* (Lake)..............-.-. 
ioe “th ana 


oun. un 


Telluride* ao ‘Gi 
ferences: 


CONNECTICUT. 


Bi port* (Fairfield) 

eee 9 Franklin Block. Refer to Bridgeport mt Nat Be, 
Danbury* (Fairfield) L. D. Brewster 
East Haddam (Middlesex) J 


bbard 
"GEO. G. SILL 





Meriden (New Haven) # Cornelius J. Danaher 
Refers to Home Nat’) Bank and First Nat'] Bank. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
ASHINGTO. wom Washington) 
- HEL, 221 436 st. Mercantile collec- 
tions aspecialty. Refers te Central Nat'l B’k. 
canny, s , eee. Fendall Bldg, og Dee >: 
er Ma y a8 2, Socirite Trust Co. 


National Bank, Talian Fembassy, Swiss 
tion, ete. Practice be rm all —— and 


departments. coll 
Long pam all oa A 
baer ay te & BLACKBURN, f Bs an ave. 
8. Blackburn, J. 


CLARENCE A. BRANDENBURG, Fendall Bldg, 344 
D &t., N. Special collection epartment. 
Depositions taken. F.W .Brandenburg. Notary. 

THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
law and collections a specialty. 

HUBERT E. PECK, 629 F. st. N. W. Expert in 
Patent Causes. (See card.) 

JOHNSTON & BROWN, 412 Fifth st.. N. W. Com 


mercial law and collections. Refer to Central 
and Lincoln National Banks. 


FLORIDA. 


) 
Braidentown Pnmee FOR SP J.d. 
Refers to J. H. Reniere & Co. and — & Horton. 
Cedar E.J.Li 


* (Escambia) 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT. Refer to First Nat'l Bank. 
WILLIAM FISHER & E. D. aoeee. Attorneys for 
Citizens’ Nationa) Ban 


MARSH & ye Hefer to Citisens’ Paes. 
St. A ehn) Ww. W. 


_. «++» -James T. Sanders 
ee 


Albany* (Dougherty D. H. Pope & 
americus* (Sumter ‘te C.K. WINCHESTER 
Refers to People’s ‘ational Bank. 
Athens” (Clarke) Sol. Flatan 
Refers to He Bank, Athens and all leading 
business bouses. 
Atlanta* (Fulton 
STEPHEN COATES HARRIS, P.O. ~ aa Com- 
mercial law an yyy 8 \ 
McELREATH & McELREATH (Walter ‘MocEireath, 
Emmett McElreath), 717 Temple Coart. Gen- 
eral law practice and collections. References - 
Third National Bank of Atlanta. 


Augusta* oo © Robinson Coffin 
D p & Hawes 
DART & DOYAL 

h, Clerk ee Sout, 


a ~~ = 4 (lynn). 








ray aaa eee ”—O 
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Cartersville* ccecceccequsenetiin w. 1 (DeKalb) Peer cece es nnn eeenesenenee Cc. A. Boies 
Cedartown* (Polk)............- pears yey — ee 2 ee Morrison & Bethea INDIANA. 

Refers to Commercial Bank of Cedartown. Downer's Grove (Du Page). ...... CHARLES H. LEECH 
Columbus* (Muskogee) ......... -+++--Reese Cra Durand (Winnebago)..................-. R. T. Waller 
Cordele ( ii lepoes cocccscensed Wm. 8. Thomson Dwighs Caviar letddeenedll Rom & Smith 
Dalton* (Whitefield) ............ C. D. McCutchen, Jr. to ational Peak of C or any 
Daweson* (Terrell)............... nbiennentel J.G. Parks business man in poem, 2 
Eastman* (Dodge) ............ «000. & Bishop | East St. Louis (St. Clair)............ V. Joyce 
Eatonton (Pu ) .nncccccccce cecsene . T. Davidson Refers toSoutheralilinaia ati Kot Haste Louie 

Refers to the Middle Georgia Bank Effingham* (Effingham)............ Bros. 
nee Dowocccecedbenseteagaeen Z. > Elgin oy reoaay eran ee. & win 

(Peeeeee reer tte . ome i 

Serene. os . H. Perry et Coe. i adietecce ods ont wie 
Griffins (Spaiding)................... HALL & BOYNTON Paso (Woodford)...-......--..----- worth 

Division counsel, Central of RR. 


attention te collections. Refer to Nat'l 


Hartwell* (Hart) ........----...-+e0es- A. McCurry 
Refers to ell Bank. 

Homerville* (Clinch). ............------- . Drawdy 
Refers to First National Bank at Waycross, Ga. 

py hey a SSR eS | net phy S on 

Coan. eee 

Macon* (Bibb). .................. Hill, Harris & Birch 

— (Col =~ Banking ....T. W. Mattox 

‘ers to Moultrie Company. 
CREAGOM). «0. sccccnccasecnse 
Newnan* (Coweta).. ................ . Freeman 
Houston) ... bdiccceasude CU. C. Duncan 

Reidsville* (Tattnall)............... . T. Burkhalter 

Rome* (Floyd) LINe. E. CARPENTER 

Savannah* (Chathem) ............... Geo. W. Beckett 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, Merchants’ 
Nationa Bank, or any other bank - ome 

Swainsboro* (Emannel) .............-.- Alex. Smith 

Thomasville* (Thomas) . . actaaye & MacIntyre 

Tifton (Berrien)................- Jonathan B. Murrow 
Refers to Love & Buck. 

Valdosta* (Lowndes) ...........- Powhatan B. Whittle 

Waycross* (Ware)...........-.-.- Toomer & Reynolds 
‘Refer to Bank of Waycross. 

Wayaéaboro (Rurke)............... born H. Jones 


Sea 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Waynesboro 


IDAHO. 


ey eC COMMERCIAL & COLLECTION ,. (Utd). 
Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. Collections. Mercan- 
tile = References: All BoiseCity banks. 


Challis* (Custer) ..........-.--+-secees L. x Johnston 
Idaho Falls* (Blackfoot odecss cncbuglbnsion B. J. Briggs 
ee hw by weseead soeceeecaded —— H 5 & Lo 
). a ‘orney 
tte (Can on)... ‘ claseaceses+.3. 3. Rogers 
ed io* Bannock) thine Blick 
Salmon Ci +. nocssanceanateendas F. J. Cowen 
Weiser* (W ashington)................---- J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS 
Abingdea (Knox).........-2.  sss0se0-- Dennis Clarke 
Alton (Madison) ...........ccsccsceeseoeee H. 8. Baker 
Amboy (Lee) .........-++-seseeeeeees Wooster & Hawes 
onneeeceeeees----80nd to Mattoon 
Assumption (Christian).......... Dowdall & Franklin 
Aurora (Kane)...........scseccccese H. O. Southworte 
Austin (Cook)...............-s000s+..-. 3. W. Bennett 
Beardstown (Cass) .........-.00++-secee-- R. R. Hewitt 
Belleville* (St. Clair).... .. ee rene & Baker 
Attorneys A National 
Belvidere* ( ied _ & De Wolf 
—  (ekean).. isdccoduedapmaa Calvin Ray burp 
a pececvecosedevess David Chambers 
Gaines hee pacodceceese ceases Langsdon & Leek 
Canton (Hultem)......cccescccocccegseseseses J. Heylin 
Refers to Canton National Bank. 
Cutunes (Jackson)............- Andrew 8. Ly 
nniliee dees pence eveccdouiewh ty yt Son 
(Cham )wee-veeee TaCk illespie 
Camp (Chas 2 acauveavunbepeed O. W. Batrum 
CHICAGO* (Coo 


CRATTY “TARVIS, & CLEVELAND, Suite 1201 New 
York L 171 La Salle st. Refer to 
Chicago vi Nations Bank. 

JOSIAH CRATTY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 
Madison st, Chicago. Chicago references: 
H. C. Fisher, teas; Wm. H. Bush & Co., hats; 
F. C. Simmons & Co.. gloves. Depositions 
AS Alice Hanning, Notary Public. room 1308. 
(See card.) 

racsemen & WESLEY H. MAINS, 417 Ashland 

Bldg. Clark & Randolph sts. Refer to Chay 
& Claflin, 308 Dearborn st. and Chicago City 
Bank, 6225 south Halstead st. 

CHARLES H. LEACH, 405 Tacoma Bldg. Practice 
in ali conrts. Special attention given to col- 
lections. Corporations, insurance. commercial 
and real estatelaw. Refers to American Bond- 
ing & Trust Co., Chicago. 


THE Pyne | —_s (Judge J. W an, 





Estee, ae and = 
06a 9 Clark’ ot st. Law and collections ‘ 
tlements and securities.. (See card.) 

Chillicothe (Peoria) .............+- ooo 4s Sead to Boats 
Danville* (V ..Wm. A. ¥ 
Decatar™ ( ) 


Ce iia & Fi 









eee Geledeee Hotionai” al Bank B! ae . ty 4 

e8 « A 

Gales ~ National Bank, Oneida Sete teak 
Oneida, H. P. Wood, Banker, Wataga, Ill; 
Bank of London a Lendon Mills, Il. 

Greenup (Cumberland Send to Mattoor 

Harrisburg’ ie Ge * Choisser, Whitley & Choisser 
Refers to Cit; ational | Bank of oe Fed BP 


oo & Walter 
Daniel H Paddock 


MEME DL. 6 k.ecceedscces Blish & Lawson 
ie ca rencneneséekield Geo. M. Nixon 
EES 8. L. Wallace 
idadebbeeéeniiensllll y _— 
iG dais cbdtencecense Andrews & a 
Refer to an: bm 3 in Matteon or Coles Coun’ 
Moline* (Rock Island Woed & k 
Momence (Kankakee = Caiheutingiass aciihiie ms Harney 
Refers to Momence Banking Co. of Momence. 
Monmouth* (Warren) 


J.B. Brow:. Refers to the People’s and Second 
Nationa) Banks 
Hanna & Clendenin. 


mee ff cond Ghey" (Pela i dibenseeocesencausiontias 5 
tw William A. Wal 

— (Wekeshy’ ee | Ch 

Mount Carroll* (Carroll)...... ~ea-e.-0, B. Smith & Son 

Mount Sterling* ( . Hubbard & Reid 

Mount Vérnon* sa). benevecenadinnd C. H. 

Repervitie (Du Page). . --CHARLES H. LEECH 


Ottawa bir Salle). pedend H. G. Cook 
609 La Salle st. Refers ‘to First National and 





Pana (Christian)............. E. A. Humphreys & Son 
Refer to the First National re 

Paris* ( Diabtbducccceces R. L. & G. M. McKinlay 

Paxton* (Ford)............ Wylie, “\aBoth & Reeves 


me (Tazewell) 
William A. Potts. Refers to any bank in the city. 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First National Bank, Petersburg. 


* (Peoria) 
—— C. FULLER. Attorney for Anthony Loan 
& Trust Co 


Pontiac* (Livingston) Sco nneace Harry G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any bank in Livingsten County. 


Princeton* (Burean) .. Henderson & Trimble 

Quincy* (Adams). L. E. EMMONS, Je 
Refers to Ricker ‘National Bank. 

Rantoul! (Cham Dikinesquccegconne< omas J. Rott 

Ridgway (Gallatin)............ Piiliipe. . “Rittenhouse 

Rockford* (Winnebago).............. Frost & McEvoy 

Rock Island* (Rock ' See Alexander Stewart 


Refers to Rock a 3 National —_ 


Rushville* (Schuyler). . woe L. A. Jarman 
Saybrook oe). thd éiducadéqunabdl Bloomingtov 
Shelbyville (Shelby)................ CHAFEE & CHEW 


Refer to First Ne Meticaal 3 Bank of of Gaelbyvile. 
Soronto (Bond) . 


¥ PALMER. cg 7 HAMILL & LESTER. Genera! 


attorneys B . W. Ry. Co. and local at 
torneys Tlinols ‘Cinaoal R. R. Co. Practice in 
all courts. Refer to any bank in city. 


Sullivan* (Moultrie) 
Peadro & Sentel. Refers to Merchants & Farm- 
ers’ State Bank and the State Bank. 


Sumner (Lawrence)............... 8. C. Lewis 
Sycamore* (De Kalb)..................- --@. W. Dunton 
Taylorville* (Christian) .............. James M. Taylor 
V Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. 
Toledo* (Cumberland)... ............... W.S. Everhart 
Toulon (Stark)... . Allen P. Miller 


Refers to Bank of Burge, “Dewey & Gould. 


Vandalia* (Fayette)............. -B. W. Henry 
Waterloo* (Monroe)..................- _.Chae. Morrison 


Watseka* (Iroquois) 
Fran 


kM. le. Refers to First National Bank. 
Morgan & Orebaugh. 
Waukegan* (Lake)................ 
Wheaton (Du Page) ............ “/OWARTES W, teEcH 
Whitehall (Greene) .... ~~... .nnens seen W. F. W 
SabéGnmcccee cos JM 
Yorkville* (Kendall).......-.....--.----- J. 








Crown Point* (Lake)....... .... . Willis C. McMahan 


Decatur* ( -James T. Merryman 


Adams). as 
Refers to the Old Adams County Bank. 






Greenlee & 
are. late CHARLES L. WEDDING 
Refers to the Old National 


Pairmount (Grant)...................-..- L. A. Cassell 


fort W (Allen) .. ZOLLARS, WORDEN & ZOLLARS 
Solicitors and attorneys of Pa. RR. Co 


Pitts) Ft. Wa & Chi Ry toe 
arg. ~ By A, cago y. 
Frankfort* (Clinton) .................. Cagis . a 
Frankton (Madison) ..................... J.M 
Goodland - eeaens EP J.W. Oowald 
Goshen* (Elkhart) .......... ........... GEO. D. LINT 


to City National Bank and Salem Bank. 
Collections a specialty. Business for non-residents 
given oon and careful attention. Notary and 
stenographer 


in office. 
Greencastle (Putnam)...............--- Jackson Boyd 
Greentield- = ae a 
Greensbuarg* (Decatur)..............Myron C. Jen 
NET CRI one és vnneccccecsccocccces E Beck 
Hartford City* ty (Black ford) i duncen tiocilins John A. Remy 
Refers tothe (‘itizens’ Bank. 
Geltonville (Lawrence) ............... Send to Bedford 
Huatingtwon* (Huntington). ....... Spencer & Branyon 


mMpRANK NITE 
AG FITZGERALD, pam Bldg. Refers to 


on. a. a oe No. 835 New ~ “dame 
Refers to Fletcher National Ban ed 


a NEWBERGER & CURTIS, Pes Club 


and long distance telephone in office. Refer to 
all Indiana banks; Armour & Co., Chi Chicago; 


H.B. Co. and Hanover Nat. Bank, N 
Inwood (Marshall)...............- . See Plymouth 
Jasper* (Dubois) ........... ....-. Milburn & Sweeney 
Kendallville (Noble)................ bert B. ¥: 
Kokomo* (Howard) ...... ""Blackiidige. Shirley & Wi 
Lafa (Ti Pek dacwe WILBUR F. SEVERSON 

ers he = Fowler National and Merchants’ Na- 

8. 
La Porte* (La Porte) ............-...-- Hickey & Park 
Limestone (Lawrence) ................ Send to Bedford 
i nknetuesséédhdnekgsine Nelson & M 
Marion* (Grant) ................--- & 
Mitchell (Lawrence) ...............-.. Send to Bedford 
Monticello* (White)............-... Spencer & Hamelle 
Mount Vernon* (Posey) ..............- William London 
Muncie* (Delaware)....... ........... Frank L. Gass 
Nappanee (Elkhart).................. J.S. McEntaffer 
New Albany* (Floyd)....... ..... ...... Jacob Herter 
Refers to —— Borgerding, cashier New Albany 
National Bank 
New Harmony (Posey Dcacce ancund George C. Taylor 
Reters to New fameng Banking Co. 
Peru* Lewy DS cghesenseceecares Mitchell & McClintice 
y )ccccccceccccees Harley A. Logan 
Portland* Daccocecece John F. La Pollecte 
Princeton* (Gibson) .............-...-. Land & Gamble 
(Jaaper)...... ...--....--- Ira W. Yeoman 
Genoa) ERE M.F. 
Richmond* (Wayne) ............-. Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Rockport* (Spencer).................. Elbert M. 
Rockville* (Parke)...........--.....+.... Elwood Hunt 
Shelbyville” ( cddhuntbabacacdes & 
South Bend* (St. Joseph we i. AE a 
collections. N. in office. 
taken. Refers to Citizens’ Nat'l Bank. 
Sullivan’ (Sullivan)............ ANTOINETTE J. LEACH 
Commercial law especially Depositions. 
Teegarden ) nccnerccecescecses Plymouth 
Terre Haute (Vigo).......... ....-. Frank A. Kelley 
Valparaiso* (Porter) ............-----.--. W. E. Pinney 
Versailles* Eke) besidtidcassond Adem 
nm : ee Spe ee 
‘abash  alecoe paognnsncaereaints -Oliver Bogue 
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INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Ow“ALBERT T. AS ‘corer, Co eas Oe ee 
bes 5 & eu peees, ee Cedar f Rapids National 
Bank a 


ae N. HUGHES. eect ser _A corporation 
law. Prompt attention to collections and de- 


i 
al 


: 


aH 


i 


i 


: 


i 
fi 


i 


warden (Sioux) 
Humboldt om 
Ida Grove* (Ida 
pe acer the 





Marengo* (Iowa) 
oY 


American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
Rapid and Central Newspaper Union ef Cedar 


nga Ee oe ape ee P. W. Burr 
be tizens’ National Bank. 
Chanter Oak (Crawford) ................L. E. Goodwin 


Cherokee* (Cherokee) M. part 
Refers to First National Bank. A general law 
Collections and real estate litigation, 

ay ” reseed public. 

Clarion* (Wrig Nagle & Nagle 
Clinton* eis 
F. L. Holleran. Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 
or any bank in city. 

Ww. “A rt Refers to People s Trust &Sav.B’k. 
Send to Jefferson 
D. H. Meyerhoft 
——— 


Davenport* (Scott) IRA R. TABOR 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to First 
National, Citizens’ National and Davenport Na- 
tional Banks. 

Dayton (Webster) ................---- J.H. Lindbur, 

Decorah* (Winneshiek) H. F. Barthe 
Refers to —— — National Bank. 

Denison* (Crawford)...........-+.....-+-- J. P. Conner 
Moinea* (Polk 
CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 

Refer to Iowa National and Valley Nat’! Banks. 


ous & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 

Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 

eral law practice. Thoroughly equipped col- 
lection department. 

McHENRY & HATCH, Rooms 311, 312, 313 Iowa Loan 
& Trust Bldg. Commercial law and collections. 

Dubuque* (Dubuque) 

LYON & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Dubuque; American. Adams 
and U. 8. Express Co. ‘s and an ang Dehows man- 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The H. B. Claflin Co., 
NewYork; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chica 

e 
T. E. Brady 
Hardin) Charles L. Hays 
Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. 
Elkader* (Clayton) w. 
Emmetesburg’ (Palo Alto) 
Refers to Palo Alto County Bank and Farmers’ 
Sevings Bank of Emmetsburg. 





Mount Pleasant* (Hi: ane & BABB 
- many for for atic Site and Firat Nat 1 Banks. 
uscatine* 


Oelwein (Fayette) 
Onawa* (Monona) 
Canny City* (Sioux)................ . Orr & Te Paske 


CE «6, once: chcnbeuiaiinl G. F. Humbert 
Bank. 


Ossian (Winneshiek) 

Ottosen (Humboldt) .. 

Ottumwa* ( Wapello) 

Packwood (Jefferson) 

Paton (Greene). . 

Pleasant Plain J efferson) .. 

Postville (Allamakee) ...........--....-- F. 8. Burling 
Preston (Jackson) ........ ‘ --Send to Maquoketa 
Primghar* (O’Brien). ... .......-.. 0. H. Montzheimer 
Rippey (Greene) Send to Jefferson 
Rock Seg A (Lyon) 

W. E.HOOPES. A general law practice in State and 
Federal courts. Collections and real estate liti- 
gation specialties. No and stenographer in 
office. Kefers to lowa Bank and Firet Nat’ ‘1B’k 

Rock Valley (Sioux).................... O. G. Reiniger 
Refers to the State Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) .........---....+-.0.--- C. C. Delle 
Ruthven (Palo Alto) Send to Emmetsburg 
Sac City* (Sac) W. 4H. Hart 
Sanborn (O' Brien) ..........cccceccecces J. A. Willcox 
Schaller (Sac) 
Scranton (Greene)...... . 
Shannon City (Union) 
Sheldon (O'Brien) 
Shenandoah (Page G. B. ge 
Refers to First Mat’ 1 and Shenandoah —_ : Banks. 
Bibley* (Qececla) ....20.cccccoccccccccsonss J. Clark 
Sigourney* (Keo Ss. Woodin 
Sioux City* (Woodbu ar) 
H. |. BROWN, City Library Bldg. Refers to Secur- 
\o National k. 
LOHR, GARDINER & LOHR, Masonic Bldg. Collec- 
tions, depositions and eneral law practice 
Refer to Merchants’ and Security Nat'l Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista) F. Johnston 


-- Send to Jefferson 





w. 
this 
Me Wek ds 
. W. T. 
ms 


if 


Brown) 
to First National Bank here or any other 
bank in Brown County. Notary in office. 
Goxie* (Sheridan 


( ). sees 
as ta a ational Bank. 


Kansas 
SsUTTO & YEARHART. Refer to Wyandotte State 
Bank and Merchants’ Bank of KansasCity, Kan. 


P. B. Gillett 


) 
to Saline Valley B’k and _—_ State B 
* (Rice) 


. Miles 
Wr Hurley 
ehn W. Poere 
..-.Send to Oswego 
Bowman & — 
.--I. H. Thom 
ur). . Bertram &W = 
Refers to Oberlin National Bank. 
Olathe* (Johnson) .............ccccccccee J. W. Parker 
Osborne* (Osborne) Israel Moore 
Refers to T. M. Walker, Te ok Nat’1 B’k. 
Oswego* (Labette) E. Williams 
Refers to Oswego State Bank. 
Ottawa* (Franklin) F. Waddle 
Paola* (Miami) Frank M. Sheridan 
Fuller, —— & Watson 
Charles H. Att 
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5 Patearratome) nono. oo Hagan, & Mackay 
TR, WOODWORTH. Refers to Firet No. 
6. Pell. "Haters to Firet National Bank. 


Smith Centre* (Smith).......... eecesse- cess E. 8. Rice 
Seockton™ (Rooks)... eeesccce sececsceeess oe W- B. Ham 


Peder leon Prenetatteatien tomnem, 


to First National, 
Morchantn’ te Meitoual and Geatral Nat Banks 
Practice in all courts. 


pen 


of Topeka. 
Ww D coccaeccaceseececoceces< 
Washington’ (W eehingion) pondmmneansesias C. F. Smith 
Wellington pasanasen asewe.as 
—. pd ae. Refers to Kansas Nation- 
THORNTON . ‘SAnGENWT, Rooms 400 & 402 
Fourth National 
ow Wichita. 

Winfield* (Crowley).............. Charles W. Roberts 
Yates Center* (Woodson) ....Stephenspn & Hogueland 
KENTUCKY. 
aoa a onbasbbbdend statdibacs D. W. Steele, Jr. 


eS 
of Kentucky, 1. Ky. 
Clinton* (Hickman)............--..0.-+- W. Ray Moss 
* (Kenton)............. Simmons & 
Danville* (Boyle)...........-..ecccecees Chas. C. Fox 
ith* (Pendleton). ............... yy H. Fossitt 
Franklin) ° 








Lerington* (Fayette) aad 
Refers to Lexington City National Bank. 
LOUIS 


VILLE* (Jefferson) 
BARNETT & BARNETT, Cor. Fifth & Market sts. 
A 8 Banking 





law, specialties. 
Mayfield* Gases eccccccccnccessesscéoce R. O. Hester 
, bore (ay peer suvttied ne. A Wood 
Mount Ster! (Montgomery) .... ...... . 
Mor; — i. ceveseedel Bell & Davis 
to any bank or business house in county. 
— rene) ae, Gg. S Diuguid 
julie tian. ree B. 
* (MoCracken).........<....- Greer & Reed 
BRE TID .ccccccccccce-cccee Mann & Ashbrook 
Pikeville* a .She ot Pkeviie peed, Mosman & Fle mene 
Refer 
Prestons (Floyd) ensn Archer & Friend 
ee ( Debs cvcdacouassbaae J ~~ Cobb 
Russell (Greenup) ...... Send reenw 
Russell IID. ons decsucosockauuel J. B. 4 
ey — pewbanadnatosotende ms Bs 
MEEeccece cocccecccess Send Morganfi 
Tay. PEROT) «2. ccccccccesesé Lew B. Brown 
Refers b on to Bank of Taylorsville. 
Uniontown (Butler).............. ay 
Vanceburg* we De c0ss ceceowossogseqe . C. Halbert 
ersailles‘ (Woodford) .................- Field McLeod 
West Liberty” (Mergen) edéasnceccousial W. B. Lykins 
Winchester* (Clark). ................Beckner & Jouett 
LOUISIANA. 
Alexandria* (Rapides) ................. Leven L. Hooe 
* (M “ype Detbudeesenmbagend Bussey & Naft 
Baton *(E Baton Rouge)........ . +) E. Read 
a ( ee Whncoqo-scnsnove in F. Kernan 
ers to oO ee ieee and Bank 
of Clinton, La 
P > bonneeniani Edmund Manrin 
Homer* panne) Seng ahoee ebiaunhieen J. E. Moore 
aa péxocees osnb ann William Hall 
Monroe* (Ouachita) ................ Stubbs & Russell 
New Orieans* (Or 


= Ms ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
4 wis ‘& Co. (Ltd.), New Orleans. 
ished if desired. 


oes furn 
\AMES. . We 2 127 7 Carondelet st. Practices in all 
courts. _ jal attention given to collections. 
Refers to Louisiana National Bank. 
Rayville* (Riehland)...........-....... Wells & Wella 
Shreveport* (Caddo)...... .... LEONARD & RANDOLPH 
(A. H. Leonard, E. H. omar .) Attorneys for 
Merchants & Farmers’ Bank of Shreveport. Prac- 
tice in State and Federal courts. 


MAINE, 


Ashland (Aroostook) ............+0-- Seth S. Thornton 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner, Sa eae 
Auburn* ( 5 ccccseunsennte J.W G Mitchell 


otary Public). Refers to 
oat! ne eREEe. 


(Sagadahoc) . . 
piitetord (York)... 


re ere reer 


MARYLAND. 


Annapolis* (Anne Arundel) ...... James R. Brashears 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 

aaa - F. SUB neuter 5 East Lexington at. 

mercial, corporation law and adjustment 

a pecially Adept in attachments, insolvency 

replevin. References on application. 

HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexingston st., East. Com 

mercial law a specialty. Collection depart 

ment ay tly i fa fer to any wholesale 


eas MORRIS , 700 and 701 Equitable 
Bldg. Refers to Real Estate Trust Na 
tional Mechanics’ Bank and N ational Exchange 
Bank of Baltimore. 


MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity aie 
Commercial and banking law. Notary in office. 
Members Attorne ere National Clearing House. 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na 

Exchange Bank. 


W. H. H. RALEIGH, 10 Hopkins P Manegee 
Merchants’ Protective ta Oallection 


reau. Notary and Commissioner of Deeds in 
office. Oollections a Robert W. 
Mobray, Counsel. ere to People’s Bank, 
Merchants National Bank, National Exchange 
Bank and Commercial & Farmers’ Bank. 





Bel Air* (Harford) ................ Gilbert 8. Hawkins 
Refers to Second National Bank of Bel Air. 
Dorchester) ............ m. O. Mitchell 
hy Aneakatiendadl John D. Urie 
nd to Princess Anne. Ma. 
iucncedntisbeass David A. Robb 
ussum & Lewis 
J. Frank Turrer 
iiiienbesccdééudcee L. Marshall Haines 
ne ppratiicgin’ Baker Johnson 
bdnen de Armstrong & Scott 
rings Bank of Semerset County and 
««-+--..-.Toadvin & Bell 
cnnasependenesicin A. P. Barnes 
“Giharies E. Fink 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Adams (Berkshire)......... .............. N. H. by 
) cecccees-s0+--+---0800d T. Choate 
Didi vectidecseces Send to Holyoke 
burnham (Worcester) .......... Send to Fitch 
Athol (Worcester)...... ............ R. Harlow 
Refers to Miller’s River National —_ Athol. 
Attleboro (Bristol) ........... Philip E. Brady 
Barnstabie* —- _.Hiram P. Harriman 


BOSTON* (Suffolk 
teeny - A CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
omer. Reference:—Freeman’s National 
Bank and National Hamilton Bank, Standard 
Oil Company, Boston Belting Co., Chandler & 
Farquhar and Williams & Everett, Boston. 
ber MERCANTILE LAW COMPANY 
rated or ag Se a of Massachusetts) 
7 bedford street, Bo: 
LAW AND COLLEC TIONS. 
Beverly K. Moore, Pres’t. D. L. Bowers, Treas. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, General Counsel 
ons LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
ld Colony Trust Co. and the Globe Na 


AUGUSTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
shire st. Law, collections and depositions. 


Commissioner of Deeds and Notary Public. 

Counsel for READ’S AGENCY. Refer to 

Oliver Ditson Co., Jordan, Marsh & Co. and 
Boston Daily Globe. 

Brockton (Plymvath). . Herbert H. Chase 

Refers to a ‘National Bank. 

Danbehien “ ““gitbent + a ‘POvEr 

Sy - e 


.Edmond A. Evans 





iter) .. 
Refers to First National Bank. 





(Berkshire) .................. Send to Pittafiela 
Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... Send to Holyoke 
Wi teintneines cdbeda SWIFT & GRIME 
Law. Attorneys for Po- 
casset National Bank, National Union Bank, Fal) 
8 ympamed Bievcx< angel aan H. Blood 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B'k. 
(Hasex,.......-.......000++ A. Russell 
Barrington eee coeen edna 0. SP we 
_—)..................:vas Galena 
Hol, (amps ae. swoqn ea liaaee Hildreth 
to ¢ National Bank and Home Na- 
Bank. 
) Sw & Dow 
. B. Clark 
bids: penseoundon H. Conant 
to Prescott National Bank. 
oo rw sme Henry ’ H 
(Middlesex).............---...O. H. 
Di iitindbtn esebbeaacsd Jease A. Taft 
* (Bristol) ........... Alex. M. 
Gi c csinnteevoccecensct N. H. Jones 


‘kshire) 

IN, Commercial law and collections. 
Adams Nationa! Bank. 
CLARENCE P. NILES. Refers to Berkshire Na. 


tional and Hoosac Savings Bank. 
N * (Hampshire) ....... .... Irwin & Hardy 
Pittaflelde <B a RE A. Prediger 
Refers to the Agricultural National " 
Quincy (Norfolk)............0--+ William G. A. Pattie 
Salem —— Dbtdin ac +tauged Edward H. Brown 
to National 
South Hadley (Ham Divctéccesad Send to Holyoke 
WALLACE M. BU 469 Main st. Collectiona 
promptly attended to. 
—— KILROY, 475 Main (ing Refers to 
ational Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Co. 
Dd. bs WEBSTER, 431 Main st. Refers to First Na- 
tional Bank. 
Taunton* Des dcaeasce contoss G. Edgar Williama 
Waltham ( vestuctesssanpenine 
Watertown (Middilesex)............... John E. A 
bh are. : aS étawidtoeene mk. 7 ae 
estminster orcester)........... to 
Senge) 8. Littledela 


Worcester* (Worcester) 
RICE, KING & — General practice. Collection 
and depositions taken. References: 
Any aur bank or manufacturing firm. 
WOOD & WOOD, State Mutual Bldg. Ali branchea 
of legal work. Collections. tions. Re- 
fer to any National bank in Worcester. 





MICHIGAN. 
sobertson & Clark 
...W. B. Williams & Son 
wncienssteaaa J. H. Cobb 

J. W. 
inn, cnccnaccesoeesecsdnsiil C. H. Hall 
o seocuncncadcssoncs N. H. Briggs 
eorge E. Dickerson 
, Bay City. 
trim Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor Ceecten ebeoees Valentine & Elisworth 
Brown City (Sanilac)..................-- Fred A. Farr 
Refers to oe City Bank and Exchange Bank 
of D. Windsor. 

ea” Ee Wilford Maclem 


DETROIT* (wayne) 

WILLIAM M. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem. 
ber Law League of America. Re. 
fers to Gen. R. A. Alger. 

SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler Building. 

Commercial, 


corporation and real estate law. 





“™goLTWo9o & BOLTWoOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 


i ¥ : Commercial 
and collections. er to Old Nationa) 

Bank of Gran Rapids. 
TAGGART, KNAPPEN & es, was a Michi- 
gan Trust Cor- 


ne ood Refer 
Rapids National Bank. 


ae ere Wdnevee west ~_ tan a - chette 
Hartford (Van Buren)................... A. H. Tuttle 
- Refers to — Exchange Bank = on 
iton™ ( BEM) cence ccccceeess Albert R. Gray 
Hadeo = yee Dicchiuscnces wabehe J. B. McKibben 
=~) - to —— State Savings Bank and Thompsen 


Savings 
Tonia“ (Ionia) 





Sheds aaseetequensesedte H. J. a 
Refers to Webber Bros. B’k & Ionia Co. Sav's 


oe me neers FN 


—— 


Pie on gees 





4 


- “ 
By owe 


een 





* 


a aren, ous Mikids eladeis le ped oe 
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Stargis (St. Joseph) ..............Charles A. Sturges 
Three Rivers (St. Joseph) 8. M. Constantine 
to Rivers Nat’] and First State Banks. 

Traverse City* (Grand Traverse) ...Patchin & Croteer 
reap caged National Bank and Traverse City 


Weat Ci 
woe Branch (Ogema) 
Yopsi anti (W. leon 


MINNESOTA. 


-Calkins & Calkins 
_-- R. P. Hibbs 


Canby (Grow M 


DULUTH’ (St. Louis 
PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. Mercantile 
ad mortgage coll ections. Attorney for the 


intmanne mF CRANDALL, 514 Chamber or _ 

merce B. dg. Collections and commercial 
ness. se est grade references foulahed ¢ ~ 
reques 


Se. ® -_. Commercial and mortgage 
a pee Refer to Bene’ ban 
Duleth, an and & . Paul St. Paul. 


Fairmont* (Martin 
any ts a artin County Bank. 


Little Falls* (Morrison) 
ete Blanchard & yi = 

Long Prairie* (Todd) J.D. Van Dyke 
Mankato" (Blue Earth) Ss. .. WILSON 
Commercial law and collections promptly attended 

to. Refers to First National Bank a | National 
Citizens’ Bank. 


Marshall (Lyon) Seward & Burchard 
Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National Bank of Marshall. 


* (Hennepin) 

A. A. ANDERSON, 500 Temple Court. General 
anager for United Claim Agencies (incor- 
porated). Attends to all kinds of legal busi- 
ness in all courts. Able lawyers, active 
collectors and reliable reporters and appraisers 
in nearly all towns. Collections made, com- 
mercial reports and appraisals of values of 
property meluding bonds and mortgages, 
urnished. Depositions taken. Special refer- 

ences on application. 


FIFIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
Excnange. Commercial, corporation and real 


estate law, specialties. Refer to Flour City | 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house | 


in Minneapolis. 


Moatevideo* (Chippewa) 

Moorhead* (Clay).............-.. James M. Witherow 
General law practice and collections. Refers to 
Moarhead National Bank and Hradstreets. 

a ey CI odie cpocdscccoccccces 5. G. L. Roberts 
Refers to Bank of Rush City, Minn., and First 
State Bauk of Pine City, Minn 

Redwing’ (Goodhue) . 

Rochester” (Olmsted) 

Callaghan & Granger. Refer to First National and 
Rochester National Banks. 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns) 
Saint James” (Watonwan) 


Boynton & Stevens 


Reynolds & Roeser 
W.S. Hammond 





| 
Lynder A. Smith | 





Harbors* (Lake) ..........---- .....--.Jd0bn Dwan 


lar Pr & Lees 
for Bank of 


Zumbrota MO)... 222s eneee ..-J. H. Farwell 


MISSISSIPPI. 
MERTON vans coracencoer ranean. C. Paine 


Meridian Furniture Co. 
Missiesippt Olt * (Harrison)..........--- =. VY, sy 
Natchesz* (Adams) ...0.--2e...c.... Senest B. 
Rosedale* (Bolivar).. CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. aeene 
Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 
note National Bask, Memphis, T 
— ). 


MISSOURI. 


Alton* ( Decccec ccocccccccscsescsoclts hs OREM 
Birch ‘Kree ¢shannon) Send to Winona 
Boonville* 


Columbia‘ (Boone’ 
Refers to 


& Co., N.Y. 
KANSAS CITY* (Jackson). .. 
Kingston* (Caldwell) 
fers to Kingston Savings Bank. 
ichavilie’ (Bisis) ..--.-------or-oeeerspoad a a 
: A. green tnt: fadite B. E. Guthrie 
..«s+-++Ernest D. Martin 


. Pratt, Dana & Black 


ht) 
Refers to A L. Pope & Co. 
Osceola* (St. Clair) 
Platte City* (Plate) » A 
Poplar Bluff* (Butler a joan ingpenieds J. Perry Johnson 
Refers to Butler County Bank. 
Princeton* (Mercer) .........------+-+-++++ J.B. Evans 
Rich Hill (Bates) Geo. P. Huckeby 


St. Joseph* (Buchanan) .STAUBER, CRANDALL & STROP 
pen my American Bank Building. 
8T. LO 
F. 1 SULLIVAN, 523 Security Bidg. Will practice 
in State and United States Courts, including 
causes in bankruptcy. Refers to Continental 
National Bank. 


Savannah* (Andrew) 

Sedalia* (Pettis) Sangree & Lamm 
Slater* (Saline) . ....... 2+ --ene cance snes 8. B. Burks 
Springfield* (Greene) s Love & : ohn:on 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) ..cccccccccccsccees B. F. Cla 


Sturgeon (Boone) _T. 5. 

Thayer (Oregon) ........--.-----+--s+ee0 5S. M. Meeks 
‘All legal business promptly attended to. 

Trenton* (Grundy) w. 

Unionville* (Putnam) 


.. Beverly H Bonfoey 
Versailles* (Morgan) 


Henry M. Washburn 


— 


Ww any bank is Warrens 


MONTANA. 
a adh ean pennanaaatntt. 
Boseman* (Gallatin)... 


WELLCOME & ROOTE. Refer to W. A. Clark & 


ugha 
Guagows (Valley) pete Ske 
te Bros. Bank. 
Great Falls* (Cascade) ........----- SNe ed 


Helena” (Lewis Oia Edward 


of eae 9 
a on 
White Sulpbur Springs* pesca Black 


ee 


NEBRASKA. 
««nsee- A. W. Scatter, 
Aubarn® a... ee Bost BloCerty 
Cc. one G, KEITH. Refers to Firat National Bank 20d 
A general law Colleo- 


soft ue ties. 
Notary and stenographer in office. 


M. F. Stanley. 
JOHN A. WHITMORE. 


( 
Cla 
afore to Citizens’ Bank of Fairfield. 
James E. Leyda 
L. Loomis 


Send to Schuyler 
. L. Matthews 


) 
Bank. 
to pow National Bank and Prank PV Vote 
Leigh (Gules, 


Lincoln* (Lancas' 
BROADY & PETTIS. Commercial Jaw and collec- 
tions. Refers to Columbia National Bank. 


F. H. WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile and 
estate law. cael alae in 4 

braska given m on. 
taries Fabiie. ‘Depositions carefully taken. 
Refer to the First, Amer.can Exchange and 
Columbia National Banks. 
Linwood (Butler) Send to Schuyler 
Madison* (Mad James Nichols 


Public and Collector. Twenty: 
ce in the courts of Nebraska 


Oakdale* ‘ Antelope) 
aay (Butler) 


* (Douglas 

JOHN W. BATTIN, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 
to Kebraska National Bank of OE an and 
Omaha Gas Company. 

A. S. CHURCHILL, (ex-  Aieneney General of Ne 
braska) Suite 516 N. Y. Life fe Bldg. Refers to 
any bank in Omaha. 

vo (Holt) 
R. Dickson. 
r ¥. Golden. Refers to First Nat'l Bank, O'Neill. 
Ord* (Vali . Munn & Hall 
nai M. Marquis 
“J. H. Sherwood 





-H. C. Lindsay 
G.8 








. Voter 


shuyler 
Nichols 


W. Cole 
tod frey 
jackson 
Jackson 

SHORT 
[wenty- 
braska 


Latimer 
oagland 
F. Boyd 
chuy fer 


Refers 


uha and 


l of Ne 
efers to 


O'Neill. 
a & Hall 
Marquis 


Lindsay 
}. Strong 
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Orton s<aeas anverirears Geo. z- Pid rm Plainfield i = ee NEW YORK* (New York) 
Hee w we tee we wwewee oy. ers to 
Rafeen to Republican city ON a pda eg om BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
Rogess (Butler) pnitgeate. mpg ler 3 hone Refi City National Bank, tay “Y mi Hastegenee = 
teeccence eerccecousces on. ere to ” 
Bashvill (Sheridan).............1..---C, Patoarson Rushmore & Co. and Smalley Bros. butchers. ia. A Law Co and 
Gchuyler (Colfax) -- 202020272222 ws ALLEN ten pane m4 Special tention vo cases in State and 
Seward" (Seward)..............-------Norval Brothers | Rud Bank (Monmouth)... x «Rope ap ell 
Shelton (Buffalo)... ..............-. E. Phelps | Ratherford (Bergen)............ .... ames W, JAMES C. ~ foe Bw Stewart Bldg 
| ger eal coweds os teen Refers to Chas. Burrows, cashier People’s Bank & General law an teh Ape 
Be Pas Howard) ca bay | goq Snag Cook Conkling of Raters" | 0.6, THOMAS, 2 Broulray, General nw praden. 
——— (Stantom)...... corcoees soseeeensn 1. N. Vining Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 
Stroms' miRckotl seeeereessoes ewecceee E. Stanton | Tyeaton* (Mercer) BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
pm ner — eer tr. Samuel Walker, Jr., 105 E. State at. & CADY 113 M at. 
Refore Le Haare ccceceseseeeesscessecess .B. HAWK Wi Death Send to New Brunswick POWELL , ontague 
First National and Sutton Nat | Banks Woodburn (Gionasstes} niniib<anes David O. Watkins Falls (Niagara).......-.-- Ely, pein > Can 
Syracuse 08 scence woeccesececcecesces C. W. Beach (St. Lawrence) ..... oaseds J.A. 
CRREER) ccscee 0 sds bi séve sc Beer rai oi ot | Se cae W. Kruse 
Ulysses (Butler) . M. NEW MEXICO. ____| Oneida (Madison) ................ “gree Brewer 
B in Refer State Bonk, Farmers 
Giana me : eecceeses B rere ‘ _ xO Smith ante’ State and Com: JI.¥ Thompeen 
Rast Las Vogas (San Miguel) ...---..---- Long & Fort a ST pull 
(San Miguel)... 2.2 2. "tong & Fort | QS%880" (O8WOEO) «-.--------0-00-0-- Coen 5 Baw 
Sena ari een” veesecnsees- sorge W. Knacbel | Pootkili (Westchester) ......-0c.2--2.03- 
ver cana, CL ee ‘ 
Refer i Penn Yan* (Yates).................... John H. Butler 
NEVADA. - ne City National Bank. . D. Brooks Refers any = or herr man in Yates or 
Austin* (Lander)...........-.... ee ge Ste tae . 

Collections and practice. Pte re * cpcagocbuvccetiignt 8. A. Kellogg 
Carson City* (Ormsby)... —% Coffin NEW YORK. Lawrence) ............. Watson B. B r 
Reno* (W. 0 .<2 -cvenese - Wm. Webster meng TO Van Vranken, receiver of N 
Virginia City” BREE G o 0c caunvdiiecéseces . D. Pyne | Adams eeneen) bt pcndetiadonensdanin Fred. B 

Refers to Bank of California at Virginia City. — (a 5; aS RS = — atawren oy apempell Martin Heermance 
Char! . Buchanan, George Lawyer > Conn 
st. References: First National National a eters = yy ge memee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. a aan Pa k and National Sav'gs Pah ay Martin Heermance 
Andover (Merrimack)....... soeeeeeese--Geo, W. Stone | A uburn* - sae selena K.R. Laird | Biverhead* (Suffolk). ............--------- J. W. Hand 
Grafton Refers to National Bank of Auburn. le 
Batavia" (Genesee) ................... Arthur E. Clark BROWN & POOLE, (Selden S. Brown, Harry 
Bath* (Steuben)... .. aime ) 337 owers Practice in City, 
Belmont* (All y) cooca Ve State Refer to 
Bi iton* ( ) .. Carver & Deyo National Bank. 
(Monroe) ...............-. Send to Rochesve: — e, Mba 524-526 Powers Bldg. Practi ce 
Brooklyn* (Kings) See New York City. State and Federal courts ferences : 





J 
me a i First National Bank of Peterbore. 
rtemouth ( kingham).........Sam . Emery 
Send te Somerswortn 


Rochester (Strafford)............ 

Somersworth (Strafford)............... Wm. F. Russell 
Whitefield (Coos)... ..........c.cccccesee-U. $ Wright 
Wolfbore (Carroll)... ..... Sectnocus -«----8. W. Abbott 


Woodsville (Grafton) ..............-. Samuel B. Page 
Attorney for the Woodsville National Bank. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson)............... Send to Jersey Ci 
Asb Park (Monmouth)........... Send to Prochold 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic).............. Chas. A. Baake 
onne (Hudson)...... ...... Van Buskirk & Parker 
videre* (Warren)...... «aee++~-----J0hn H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington).............. Isaac E. Antrim 
Bound Brook —RRRET I R. La Monte 
Camden* (Camden)............ CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 
= Market = Refers to es Trust & Safe 
Ca e May Oy (Cape May)...... 
Elsa Union aebbde oa ocdubegs RICHARD. F. HENRY 
108 Broad street 
* (Hunterdon).............- 
Freckele Mar eodendain FaeDEMICK | PARKER 
‘ers to Central 
Hackensack* (Bergen)....... qnaeeenmom 
Hackettstown (Warren) .................- H. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson) .......... énesse Send to J City 
Hoboken (Hudson).................... Alex. C. Young 
Jersey “>, (Hudson) 
Frank P. MoDermott, 259 Washington st. Refers 


to N.J. Title Guaranty & Trust Co. JerseyCity. 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) .-... Walter F. Hayhurst 
Refers to the Lambertville National Bank. 
ine Branch (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay. Collections promptly attended to. 
FREDERICK PARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 West 
Main st., F reehold, N.J.; 216 Broadway, Long 
Branch, N. J. Notary Public. Commissioner 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsy! vania. 
Manasquan (Monmonth)............. Parker & Pearce 
Matawan (Monmouth)............... Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris) 
Guy Minton. Refers to First National Bank. 
Charles A. Rathbun. Refers to Morristown Trust 
Co. and Morris County Savines Bank. 


Mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* (Esse: 

DANIEL ELF: BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 
New Branawick* (Middlesex) aioe Warren R. Schenck 


Refers to National Bank. of New Jersey and Peo- 
ple’s National Bank. 


Ocean City (Cape May)............. Albert A. Howell 
PA @eececee David R. Snever 

ic ( —s secceoencaseevae Wm. W. Scott 
Paterson* ( Passaic)................. James G. Blauvelt 





uffalo* (Erie) 

CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White Bldg, also 309 Broadway, New York —. 
Careful and conscientious attentien 

all kinds of legal business, including co) 
and depositions. Refer to City National Bank 
and German Bank. 


CLINTON & pean. 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


FRISBEE, DAVIDSON & REDFIELD, Prudential Bldg. 
Refer to Fidelity Trast & Guaranty Co. and 
The Columbia National Bank. 
Cambridge (Washington) ............ £liot B. Norton 
Refers to Jerome B. Rice & Co., Seedsmen. 
Cangieharte Montgomery)....C. W. & J. C. WHEELER 
law practice. Refer to National Spraker 
Bank and Canajoharie National Bank. 


PF OD cccccccecce see ad M. Field 
Refers to McKechnie & Co., bene 
ts nccveseneenenena rank T. Evans 
RS om es B. Olney 
Refers to Catskill Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat'l Banks. 
atts dmentccconaans Send to Rochester 
— (Columbia) 
E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y. 
MeCiolles & Dardess. Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat 
Coll Point (Queens). ........... Send to Whitestone 
Ouruing? (Geeuhen).+-............cn-se- F. A. Williama 
Cortland* ( Bos .Edmond C. 
Commercial litigation ‘and collections a s 1 
Dansville (Livingston) Popeonssens ey 2 -B. G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua) .Stearns, Warner Cummings 
Elmira* (Chemung) ................. Robert T. Turner 
me SED ccasececoceccccces Send to Rochester 
Flus. Th. o6ectabecuce< Send to Whitestene 
Fort Plain (Montgomery) ......... Send to 
Fulton (Oswego) ........ Frederick G 
Gemova (Omtario)....... 2.2.2... -..sc00e A. ckoff 
Refore “e First National and Geneva ay 
——— Falls yh . Sees 2 - 
uverneur wrence)........... Filion 
Homer (Cortiand)..................-- to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe) ............ Send to Rochester 
a Pi cdedcececeda - . erman 
Hadson* (Columbia) ..................- A. F. B. Chase 
(thaca* (Tompkins) ................... James L. Baker 


Jamestown (Chautauqua) ...... .. Fowler & Weeks 
Refer to Senesieen National oe 
Tohnsatow n* (Fulton) ............ AYETTE E. MOYER 

Refers to Bradstreet’s and the gait f Bank. 
N. T. Hewitt 


Keeseville (Essex).......... 
Kingston* (Ulster) 

NEWCOMB & METZGER. A general law practice 
in State and Federal courts. Corporation, in- 
surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 
lections promptly made 


Lockport* (Niagara)............... . Joshua Gaskill 

Malone* (Frankiin)........ FREDERICK 6. PADDOCK 
References: People’s Nat’) & Farmers’ Nat 

Marathon (Cortland)................. Send to Cortland 

Massena (St. Lawrence) ............ -Jobn C. Crapser 
Refers to the Massena Banking Co, 

Middletown ( Pietecedencteses ohn C. R. Taylor 


Mount Vernon (Westchester) . ‘cami & Craw 
New ( J 


New (Westchester) ....... John F. Lambéden 





Trades’ National Bank and Union Trust Co. 
Special attention to commercial business. 
EDWARD F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Refers 

to Traders’ National Bank. 


Rome (Oneida) ....... ..........-- McMAHON & eaeen 
Refer to National Rome Gas Light Co. 4 
Rome Electric Works and Rome ‘‘Daily Sentinel.’ 

‘jiemanen Giebmaged po ty ~—— 

Hill ashington) “11 Grenville M. Ingalsbe 
— thy ational Bank of Sand: _ a 

Soritafers to Hiret Notional Bank. 

Saugerties ( ndhsiiaebssenes 

Schenectady* (Schenectady).........-- acob W. Clute 

Seboharie" (Se Ae EE Mayham & Holmes 
Refer to the Schoharie Coun 





Asheville* (B 
SHUFORD & SH 2 “SHUFoRD (G. A 


A. Shuford and W. E. 
G. A. Shuford, ex-Judge of the 


k of Virginia, Richmond, 
Corporation law and the collection of 


claims specialties. 
ee ee ae. W. HINSDALE. Collections. 
Mecklenburg)............ Clarkson & Duls 
e ee ae o sen 
Elizabeth City* u Dedencaiieiingn 
( hee. land) ........ oT Ww. + ar 
Gastonia (Gaston) .................- 


Greensboro* (Guilford) psoree tae n ae M. yimee 
Successor to Shaw & Scales. Attorney for City 
National Bank, Southern Stock Ins. Co., Under- 
writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or business 
man in Greensboro. 

ig Polat (Guilford) Sted: & Ragan 

oin' iseases. ssteas man 
Refer to National Bank of Hi h Point, the Bank 
of Guilford, Greensboro, N. (., or any business 
man in High Point. 





4ot Springs (Madison)..................-.- L. N. Ebbs 

Jefferson* (Ashe).......... .... Send to Sutherland 

--xington* (Davidson).........-...- babs & Walser 

SE o6.ckn enoennneusneonnd B. F. McLean 

Refers to — ¢ Lumberton, N.C., or Bank of 

Monroe* (Union).... ..........-. Covington & Redwine 
t Airy ( EPR TR, Geo. W. 3) 


en ngs ae 


naa eran 8 


37 aantaunm gre gia 





eT ery ere 





ioe soy aoapengssy tg 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





pene Flemington 


z- # ‘Cazes 
i. 2 N NNSe H Broad- 
General practice. Refers to Red River 
Valley Ni Bank and —ewe | State 
Bank, and Hon. Chas. A. Pollock, 
. G. tebert Dis 


Roberts. Refers to Red River Valley Nat'l 
and First National Bank. 


Refers to State of Bageley, 
State Bank of Kulm, N. D 
Bank of Jamestown N.D 


Towner* (McHenry) ............... -Geo. W. P e 
Commercial law and collections ptly atten: 
to in Williams, Ward, Pierce, Hottinean and Mce- 
son reread Haters To to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 
Valley bom A (Barn MARTIN E. REMMEN 
ere to Firet ational Bank and any business 
— in Valley - 
a. 


W: 
WwW port* (Emmon: 
Williston (Williams) 
Willow City (Bottineau) 


ow Mc As ‘Armstrong 
.-Send to Towner 
Send to Towner 


* 


tabula) G. Willard Belknap 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. mice Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway) G. W. Morrison 
Athens” (Athens)......................... L. A. KOONS 
Refers to Bank of Athens. General law and collec- 
tions. Notary public and stenographer. Business 
for non-residents given prompt attention. 
Barnesville (Belmont) Petty & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) Swing & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* (Legan) John C. Hover 
Refers to the People’s National Bank. 
Blanchester (Clinton)...............--...--. P. Savage 
wince --Nearing & 7 
.-Send to St. Mary’ 


ackey 
Frank G. Shuey 
A. J. Kittinger 


MILLER & & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refer to any bank in the city. 


Carey (Wyandot) 
Oarrollton* (Carroll 


Celina* (Mercer) 
Cheshire (Gallia) 
Chillicothe* (Ross) 


CINCINNATI* ont 





W. J. DAVIDSON, St. Paul 
General law 


cial litigation. Refers to Equitable Nat'l Bank. 
. ~ — aia, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
pane Beek, B Members of 

Tea Clearing House. 


OTTO Bar - Beg Johnston Refers to 
ee 


fie sete ocean tec at 
a 
Ree ey Commercial 


—— F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. Collection de- 


Commercial Agency, ; 
McKillep, Walker a Co.,New ¥ ork. 
en and ration — 
gen court pract 
department devoted solely to mer- 
ome ile « ollections and the business 
of non-residents. tn Gn plata 
stenographically taken and reports 
promptly made. 
Ad tional references : The Drake 
Coal Co. Piling. Taylor & Co.; 
Couzens Lard Oil . Froelk 


Furniture Co. ; Gaclvaniiochente 
Nat’lBank; TheClevelandTrustCo.; 

Hon. Floyd R. Mechem, (Author 
‘‘Mechem on A gency"), Ann Arbor. 
| (See card on front cover.) 


HART, CANFIELD & CALLAGHAN, 306-309 Beck man 
Bidg. Refer tral National Bank, Dime 

Sa ge & Banking Co. Singer Mig Co.. W Ww. a: 
O'DonnellElevato: 


LEWENTHAL, Jr.. 432 Society for Schaes, 
Collections. corpora‘ 
ters a specialty. 


tion and insurance mat- 

MAX J. PFISTER, 501 American Trust Building. 

General tice. Collections and commercial 

Ity. in Guyane advices re- 

= y in Cuyahoga County. 

day of collections. Refer- 

ences: Dime Savings Bank, Cleveland, Ohio; 

The Pabst Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wibs., 
and others. 


JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. 
Cleveland National Bank. 


JNO. W. ARNOLD, 
Suite 736, 

Society for 

Savings Building. 





prac 
litigation a s' 
ceive promp’ 
Remi 


Refers to 


Clyde be Seniesy) M. W. HUNT 
Refers to People’s Banking Co. and First Nat’) B’k. 


ers, (Franklin) 

. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At 
torney for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 

ALBERY . ousen, as South bm og st. Steno 
graphe er and x and Hotery i ‘or depositions. Refers to 
Commercial Nat'l Bank, 

any Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 


Columbus Grove (Putnam)................- 8S. Sanders 
Corning (Perry)........-..- eae wovrsseses T. M. Potter 
Orregee Cn ‘on ag 


J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Falls (Summit) 
* (Mon )e- 
1 Reibold dg. Commercial, ‘cor 
tate, probate, insurance and bankin 
ialty. Refers to Winters National 


me of (Defian: 

D. E. DOZER, General law practice. Commercial 
collections receive special attention. Refers 
to Merchants’ National Bank of Defiance and 
Smith, Moulton & Price,attorneys, Chicago, Ill. 

Benj. B. Kin Refers to First and Merch- 
ante’ Natio wal Benkee 

De Graff (Logan) 
Delphos (Alien) 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) 
Dresden (Muskingum) 

Refers to Dresden Banking Co. 

East Liverpool (Columbiana) ..Grosshans & soanene 
Eaton* (Preble) 
Elyria* (Lorain) 
Findlay* (Hancock) naiieealeimemadie 
Fostoria (Seneca) «Be 
Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
Fremont* (Sandusky) ‘ F. 


Chas. H. Howland 
. J. E. CARSON 
poration, real es- 
laws a spec- 
ank. 





Galion (Crawford) 





Pati 


Donley & ‘Rhenemus 
— = and collections promptly attend- 





to Tin National Bank. 


‘oledo* (L 
CHITTENDEN & tale ome 
Commercial la 


Refer to an Dank 1 in th y- 
will be furnished in as cities on application. 


Depositions taken in 
CHARLES nusomt. CLAPP, Drummond Block. 
Practice in all courts. Commercial, corpora- 
tion, — real estate, banking and insur- 
ance laws, osgeeeey: Refers to Merchants & 
Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings B’k & Trust Co. 
Toronto (Jefferson). .............-...+-0+ 8. B. Taylor 
Uhrichaville (Tuscarawas Dennison 
Upper Sandusky* CW yandot. 
Urbana* (Cham ).. 


Wellsville (Columbiana) 

Wilmington* (Clinton) 

Wooster* (Wayne) 

Yellow Springs ROE) . . cccccicascpaces 
Youngstown" ( 

Zanesville* (Muskingum) 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Beaver* (Beaver) ‘ R. H. Loofbourrow 
County Attorney. Refers to Star Grocery Co., 
Liberal, Kan. 

Chandler’ (Lincoln) A. J. Morris 
Refers to the Bank of Hoffman, Conklin & Charles. 

Send to Perry 
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RNEYS AT LAW, 43, 46 & 47 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTON, §. C. 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 


















THE AMERICAN LAWYER. a2t 
El Reno* (Canadian).............. «---Baxter & Severy | Lock Haven* (Clinton) .......... .......... Hall 
Guthrie: (Logan) canbe rnenssenel v.. Geo. 8. (Sohuylkiil)......-- mucanon on 8 unsoe, ‘ 
SSSR RRRRRRgRRRERET Send to Mauch Carben)...... Horace De Y. Lents ost ranch National Banke 
an a P Kingfisher)... eceraeee & McKeesport ( )ennweesneene We A GATE itamaport Pamenger, Hal 
M ( Piccovssccccvvcssceyee H. Matthews Refers to the 8 Bank port W: eee ee Tele- 
Newkirk* ae anaes wi lis Meadv' ord)......-----...-.Joahus Douglass we TheH.B-ClaftinCo-and G.-Dun&Co. 
Oxiahema” (Oklahoma)......-....- & » | Meroer* (Mare ~ eae Spr toreren ;;; John W. Bell ‘ & — oF ee Be 
Logan PPTTETITTiTi ttt tT ttttt tl Send Perry Miffiinburg S600 so ccccccccece orace f. Glover ork* 
Orlando (Pawnee p cccds bilpbdemhebidsus Send to Perry — Oe Oa patedwch der ri. 7 Jobn A Hoober, — & Trust Bldg. 
* onon, ashipn ). ar arne Kell. Drovers echani 
(Noble) Refer to Bank of Mulhall. Ukla. Refors to aidanter Co, ‘bankers, ond J. F. “i A — = mal 
Ter., and le’s Bank 
Harris & Gum. to Farmers & Merchants’ 
Bank and Exchange Bank. RHODE ISLAND. 
Pe ~ > La onsccenssocdaiet — = at aN CR Norrt 
RE or ose ones oan N (Newport)... *L..W. P. Sheffield 
Refer to Walton Bank and Bank . 
Stillwater* (Payne).......... epiense3 .-Sterling P. King Pataskes (roviience --+e-aeeed. L. Jenks 
BALLOU a Towen Room 410, Industrial Trust Co. 
49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus- 
OREGON. Manufacturers’ National Bank 
Astoria’ Preeusas cecegneti roses BR Kanage tions. Refer to ae Street National Bank, ei Se ee aolcbittiens, Shien 
Hifteb. (Washington| aie “ii & BE. B. Tongue John a Dobson, John Wanamaker & City a 
“diene fake Rhodes & Rhodes | CARR & FRANCISCUS, Provident B 


Portland” (Multmomah) ...........-.... PIPES & TIFFT 
Practice in United States and State Courts. Com- 
missioners of deeds. Commercial business given 

ial attention. Refer to Ainsworth National 
k, Associated Banking & Tru-t Co., Ladd & 


Tilton and London & San sco Bank. 
Salem* (Marion) .................+--. JOHN A. CARSON 
Ladd & Bush Bank Building. 
Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, Huntington & Wilson 
Toledo (Lincoln) ............-+0-++--- arson 
Refers to Ex.-U. 8. Senator W. D. Washburn, 
Ex.-Gov. John 8. Pillsbury, po! 
Ualael? CURRIED cncocecnccosasccodesossces Cc Marsh 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Allegheny* (Allegheny)........... McCready & Moore 
Allentown’ 


IAs. LSC abt, DT. Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. 


Altoona (Blair hat 
J. S$. LEISENRING. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 





: ‘ 
Carlisle* (Cumberiand).............. Herman Berg, Jr 
Chambers! (Franklin)......... «HOWARD F F. NOBLE 

bersburg 


Refers to Caley National Bank of 
and First National Bank of G 


ay Gen- 
eral > _ collections. 


for non-resi- 


Clanton ‘Custom pwoccceceqoessudeoeee eid a 

Refer to the First and Second National Banks. 
Clearfield* (Cleartield) .............. eet ty: Patton 
Connellsville (Fayette) ...........-....-- m. A 
Coudersport* (Potter) ............css0-- A.N. 
Danville* (Montour)..............0.. Wm. Kase West 
Easton* (Northam Powsane W. S. & M. KIRKPATRICK 


(Wm. 8. Kirk eerisk Ex- a gg! Mor- 
go Kergpetict, U. 8. Commissioner), S. W. Cor. 


Emporium* (Cameron) ..........-.--.--- W. Shaffer 
ers to we First o Rete ae wh a 
Erie* (Erie) .. n - ««-.-Harold + Sa 
Franklin* (Ve ncave so sieteni ee diilaan L. Kahle 
Refers to rs Sav. Bank Wfnierantional B’k. 
Gettysburg* (Adams).............-....-. 
Greensburg* Sacmeccdasis-. -FRANK B. WARGRAY 
Greenville oe bowsiccecccccdmineee Martz & Rupe 
Harrisbur; 


W. JUSTIN WCARTER Room 2, Kelker Bldg. Refers 
arrisburg Co. and Harrisburg Na- 
tional Bank. 
H. L. Nissley, 7 North 84 st. 
Wolfe & Bailey. Refer to Harrisburg Nat'l Bank. 


ldg. Commercial 
thoroagbiy motors oe gree SES 
ern and we 
sitions en by Notary @. 0 
References: New York, Natienal Wall 


: Paper 
Co. ; Se The Provident Life & Trust 
Co.; H. W. Johns Mfg. Co.; Wm. H. Greve- 
meyer & Co. ; Suppiee Hardware Co. and Ed 
ward K. Tryon, J r. & Co. 

J. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. com. 
mercial law and collections. 
delphia office Connecticut Mutual Life Ins, ie 
Hartford, Conn.; Snyder, Harris, Bassett & 
Co., Philadelphia, ete. 

CONARD & MIDDLETON, 485 Chestnut st. Attor- 
neys and Counselors at Law. General counsel 
for Shriver, Bartlett & Co. 

JOSEPH A. a, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 2 1 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
corporation and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Ce., 
Howett. Warner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 
st.; Ivins, Dietz & Magee, carpets, 1220-2 
Market st.; The Borgner Co., fire-bricks, 23d 
Ab. Race streets. 


—— eer & CO., a3, , Gnant 437 Chest. 


ut st. ercantile collec 
H. VAN court & COMPANY, (George G. 
Counsel), 404 Arch st. Mercantile law 
Representing American Shoe and 
Leather Association. Reter to United States 
Leather Conger, New York City; Powers & 
Ww tman and Union National Bank of Phila- 


. The Shoe and Leather Trade orthat 
SAMUEL w. yey Franklin eg ey 
Refers to on & 


WAGNER rf nny fe 15 and 17 South Third st. 
a given to claims of all kinds 

ion Pt Philad ja and pone the United 
States and a. Notary Public. Refer to 
yamaee Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
tral National Bank. Long Distance Phone. 





Haselton (Luszerne)...........-....--++- John J. K 
pe tm Se séedace sbucate Robert W. Smi 
* ( 
Johnstown (C: 
Ww. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
distinctively. 
Lancaster* (Lancaster)............ Junius B. Kaufman 
48 North Duke st. 
Latrobe* (Tueseerstent esdecatad Frank B. ye 
loon os jon)....-...-.M. Bd weet” bd nd 
g (Un . ebcbéo sets 
Refers to Lewisburg National Bank. 
Lewistown* (Mifflin) ............e0.0 Howard ©. Lants 


~— Chester* , nn a. hltred P: 
ELIX ANSART. 34 P 
baler ANSART, 84 People’s Bank we Com 


mercial law and litigation as 
a, A MOORE. Refers to First oe Netvaal _ 
and Wilkesbarre Deposit 


He Bank. 
FRANK P. SLATTERY. Commercial law and collec- 
tions. Refers to Wyoming Valley Trust Co. 





of Wilkesbarre. 


PITTSBURG* (Al y) 
Chantler, M & Cunningham. 
Pittston (Luszerne).......................F.C. Mosier 
aes sx (Sch: 
8. Ed Refers to Pennsylvania National 
Sank of Pottsville. 
A. W. Schalck. Refers to any bank at this 
Sanne (Jefferson)............ Jacob L. 

Refers to me and C — Banks. 
Reading* (Berks)......... ée bert P. Shick 
Renovo (Clinton). ..............- “Send — Lock Haven 
Reynoldsville (Jefferson)...... ...... G. M. McDonald 

Refers to Firat National Bank and Reynoldsville 
Ridgway* mh. Fred H. Ely 

( Bis oadnsescccesccccoceccecce . 

Scranton (Lackawanna) 

— E. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. Refers to any bank 

wholesale house in the city. 

Shenandoah (Schuylkill)...... Edward W. Someine 
Smethport* (McKean)................-.-. E. R. Mayo |. 
South Bethlehem (Northampton) ...... 
Sunbury* (Northumberlan: ; adesésdeee Knigh & Loeb 

uehanna ( mehanna)........... John D. Miller 

‘ers to the it and tity National aa 
, ey (Schuylkill) .................+00 
—_ oga) Cen unib bina din cncheccasie’ ¥ 3. Smith 
Miners National Bank, a Pa. 
Tionesta* (Forest) .......-......----s«s0+ P Clark 
ass dnéae6ccccecs Yhester L. Kerr 

Refers to the Commercial Bank of Titusville. 
Uniontown” ( péedeccese L. 

Warren* (Warren)..... Dinsmoor ee ym 








Aiken* (Aiken) Claude E. 
petise te Bank of Aiton, F. B. Henderson 
¥. Turner. 


Barnwell*(Barnw - Bellinger, Townsend &0’Bannon 
Refer to Ciuseny Savings Bank. 


Camden* techni nenatinal C. L. Winkler 


ON ORDECAT 4 GADSDEN, P. 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN O. Box 156. Refer to 
in Council for State Savings 
Bask. (Gescard on thie page ond en techeseet) 
Columbia* (Richland).............. Francis H. Weston 
a ao 


a = 


quia hesadareass . Hildebrand 
Bpartanburk” 2S oe BOMAR & SIMPSON 
ational Bank of Spartanburg or any 

aa bank or business house in the city. 
Union* (Union) Thomas B. Butler 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Aberdeen* (Brown)................ Charles M. Stevens 
Refers to Aberdeen and First National Banks. 
— ~9 ‘Walworth)......................W. RB. Green 

Dencqen ceecocecseecs Cuthbert & Jones 
Cham i SR ts C. C. Morrow 
Clear Lake* (Deuel)................ ALBERT R. ALLEN 


(Estab. 1888.) Bates Attorney of Deuel County. 
General law practice. Foreclosures and comme 
—* a specialty. Notary and stenographer 


Flandreau* (Moody)..............-..--- GEORGE RIC 

General law and collections. Refers to Moody 

ty and Bank. 

Hot a po River) ...-Cleveland & Juckett 
Haron* ( hak 4 Geenseqnecses xs cine John L. Pyle 
Madison* Tieadacente- ob Holdridge & 
MNGAMBLE & F 

GAMBLE : ULLER, (Bertin D. Gamble, Thad L 

). Refer to the First State B’k Milbank. 

Mitobell” (Dar .-H. E. Hitehoook 
Mound ..A. Sutherland 
Onida* ( Andrew McFal) 
Pierre* (Hi D. W. March 
Rapid A. K. Gardner 





SIOUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 

BAILEY & VOORHEES. Attorneys for Sioux Falls 
National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., Illinois Cen- 
tral Rai Co. and Western Union Tele- 
graph Co. 

DAVIS, LYON & GATES. es for State B’k'g 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls Water Co. Refer- 
ences: Any bank or business house in the city. 





Bisseton (Roberts)................. — bye 
—— (Bon Homme).............. Elliott & Stilwell 
ermillion* ak panes cease coccess SARED RUNYAN 
Commercial w ecti 
‘ > Nicolson 
E. W. Taylor 
ne & Merchants’ Bank and Secur- 
Wilmot* (Roberta) ..................«- Howard Babcock 
Refers to the Bank of Wilmot. 
Yankton* (Yankton).................. R. E. McDowell 
TENNESSEE. 
Allentown (Carter).............. Send to Elizabethton 
Bristol* Che” Cia enedubtdeccescocces ’ 34) 
Butler (Johnson) ...... T ebechaalill d to Elizabeth ton 
Se intnnsccoccusan W. V. Flowers 
Refers to First National Bank of Centreville. 
Charilette* ( D sesenccunccecastteddcs W. L. Cook 
Oha 


(Hamilton) 
coo — A. one. ee Richardson 
First and Third Nat'l Banks 
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William G. L 
Ed nici gh-ccipac ais o cuiailiglhin 4a E.R. BRUCE 


CORNICK. SANSOM & CORNICK, Deaderick Bidg. 
service given tile litigations. 


ds MARTIN, <a Nat'l Bank 
Practice in State and Federal Courts. 
$ aspecialty. ee ae ae nq 

poe dl al = the Treasurer of the 


FRANK P. P. POSTON. Counsel Home Insurance & 
Trust Co of Memphis, Order Knights of 
Pythian in Tennessee; Division Coun Seuth- 


Refer to any bank or merchant in 
Sfemplis General practice and corporation 


ay anew. 
Morristown* ( blen)........ Shields & Mountcastle 
Nashville (Davidson) Moore & MeNally 
W. O. Mims 

--Jno. T. Ailev 

“Send to Elizabethton 

-Send to Elizabethton 


Sian ‘...J. R. Smith 
J. F. Shannon 


Fooicekecs: -udbeds 


on Morris 

-ART iin i. “MONTEITH 

m National Bank, Belton & Miller 
3, Temple. Practices in 
eral courts. — and com- 


SPEER & SPEER 
sm ‘We have special facilities 
foSnakin making cellections on this and adjoining towns. 
Not: in office. Refer to First National Bank 
and Bank. 
Boyd (Wise) 3 
Refers to Aan Bank of Brady. 
Brazoria (Brazoria L. J. & oo ng Wilson 
Refers to an bain house in B 
ee (Washington ) ace MATHIS & TEAGUE 
e: Ww ce. mpt attention given 
te fey es bees we Notary in office. i 
to the First National Bank. 
Bridgeport (Wise) 
Brown wood* (Brown) 
* (Milam 


to Decatur 

) Sons TRULOVE 
Refers to the ne and Merchants’ Nat'l Bank. 
Will practice in all courts. Prompt attention to 

all civil and mercantile matters. 
Coleman* (Coleman) Randelph & Webb 
Columbia (Brasoria) iti tetentin deel eas cena R. B. LOGGINS 
Collections and all civil business re attend- 
ed to. Refers to First Nat'l Ban elasco, Tex. 
W. B. HAMILTON 


ssbentoniuant J. L. Young 
fers to First National Bank of Cooper. 
Corsicana* (Navarro) 

BALLEW & BALLEW. Pater so City National Bank, 
Corsicana National Bank and Fleming & Tem- 
pleton. Bankers, ef Corsicana. 

T. W. LOVETT. Refers to City National Bank of 
Corsicana, National Shoe & Leather Exchange 
of Boston, Mass.; Schriver, Bartlett & Co., 
Baltimore, Md. ; Gilbert Eliott Law Co New 
York City; The Mercantile Adjuster and A. 
W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. 

Crowley (Tarrant) Send to Cleburne 
Dallas* (Dallas) 

BAKER & RHEA. References: National Bank of 
Commerce of Dallas. 

EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 235 Main st. Refers to the 

National Exchange Bank 
SPENCER & BASHAM 

A general law | ora Collections given prompt 

attention. Refer to First National Bank and Wise 


County National Bank. 
STANDIFER & EPPSTEIN 
Refer te National Bank of Denison and Merchants 
& Planters’ National Bank, Sherman. 
Denton* (Denton) Alvin C. outy 
Refers to Exchange National Bank of Denton 
Eastland* (Eastland) 


"GEORGE Q: MeGOWN, Rooms aaa 


tripe made to any part of the State 


Rofore to Citizens’ National Bank. 


* (Harris) 
ALLEN, WATKINS & JONES, Binz Bidg. Refer to 
South Texas National Bank of Houston. 


—_ eg or any National bank of Heus- 


ten, 
Ww. H. scorn, 915 On 


pao Jud 
Leo BiG BIGELOW suit 


st. Refers to ex- 
gren A general law 
fer pom attention. 
for Houston Na- 

a inclad- 


Louis references: Levis-Zukoski Mercan ile Co. 
Joshua (Johnson) Send to gg nwo 
La Gran Geo. E. Len 
Manvel Br 


‘ sive 
uintana (Brazoria) 
— mary hen Bend). . 
Binggoh Ment 6) 
SS, (Tom G agen 


— rings* (Hopkins) 
° resents non-residents exclusively in commer. 
be ter matters. Refers to City National Bank. 
Sunset (Montague) 
Taylor (Williamson) 
— (Bell) 


) 
Venus (Johnson) 
Waco* (McLennan).. ‘ 
Commercial, corporation, 
ruptcy law. s 


“insurance and bank- 

jalties. Practice in all the courts, 
State and Federal. Attorney for Mercantile Ad- 
juster Martindale Mercantile Ageney, Snow- 
Church Co., Bradford Rhodea & Co., United Com- 
mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & Agents Associa- 
tion, Early's Mercantile Agency and others. 

Waxahachie* SI cpenctencnsuaicned J. E. 

Wi ‘ord* (Parker) 

Wichita Falls* (Wichita)........ 

Wolfe City (Hunt) 

MU OREUES CAFU cktsennsdccnnnecccees J. 


UTAH. 


Brigham* (Box Elder) ...............-.- < M. Coombs 

Logan* (Cashe).. . J.C. Walters 
en* (Weber) . .George ‘McCormick 

Provo* (Utah) .. -King, Burton & 

Richfield (Sevier) ... L.J.8 
Commercial law and collections. 

Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 

BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, 5th floor Arerbach Block. 
Commercial liti gation es especially. 

GOODWIN & VAN PELT. G. F. Goodwin, ex-Att’y 
Gen'l N. D. Collections and general practice. 
ad to Manufacturers’ Nat'l Bank, Racine, 

and Commercial Nat'l Bank, Salt Lake 

RICHARD B. SHEPARD, Suite 12‘-125 Commercial 

Block. Commercial, corporation and mining 
law, specialties. Refers to Commercial Na 
tional k of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required. 


VERMONT. 
Alburgh rere Isle) 
Barre (Wash 
Bellows Falls ( ( 
Brandon (Rutland) 


A. Mooney 


Powell & Powell 
Send to St. Albans 
Send to St. Albans 


to St. Albanese 





Georgia (Franklin 
id ( ‘wont 
North Hero* (G Isle) 





(CN ) 
A. B. SELDNER, 230 Main st. Commercial, colleo- 
law. Litigation. Refers to any 


Refers to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co. 
Richmond* ( Henrico) 
OFERRALL & RE REGESTER, es ~~ st., P. O. Box 


w. 0. SKELTON, Chamber of 
ion and commercial law. Refers 
ns’ Tnchenge Bank and J. L. Williams & 


Roanoke (Roanoke) Ss. mer nee g GRAVES 
Refers to First. National and National Ex 
Banks, a also Mercantile Trust & t 


Dpdetececentandanl J. vo ~e4 


Spokane 
anwoUR & COC COOL, First Nat'l Bank Bldg. Repre- 
senting Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Coun- 
. mmediate answers to correspondence. 
to Traders’ and Old National Banks. 
DANSON '’ HUNEKE. 606 to 611 Hyde Block. Cem- 
mercial estate and probate law. Collections. 


” (Pierce) 
ALLYN & ALLYN, (Frank Allyn, Frank Allyn, Jr.) 
321 veoe Beak Kea Refers to London & San 


Franciaco = and State Ju &e. 
Wala Walla* (Walla Walla Clark 


WEST Wheres” 


Addison* (Webster) . . sie C. Thurmond 
Commercial law and collections. E2; to Buck- 
hannon Bank, Buckhannon, W. Va. 

Buckhannon* (Upshur) 

F. C. Pifer. Refers to the Traders’ National Bank. 
A.M. Poundstone. Commercial law and collections. 

Burton (Wetzel) W.G 
Refers to Exchange Bank of idsistnaioa 

Camden-on-Gauley | + nanaa Send to Addinon 

Charleston* wet 
SAMUEL S. GREEN. State and Federal Courts. 

rations. Refers to Charleston 


Cowen (Webster) 
Erbacon (Webster) 
Fairmont* (Marion) 


iad oy 4 (Fay: 
Naticodl Bank, both of Charleston, W. Va. 
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Grafton* (Taylor)......--. --..-+-+ «+. J. L. HECHMER Cee Ook ae HALIFAX* ) 
tp en Vinson & stay OE ay A om | naa a of Cove - 
untington™ (Cabell) ........... a , and atte 
Boos CH (Jackson) . Me any part of Wisconsin. Collections receive HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, 
Keyser* (Mineral) .......-......--- William C. Clayton special care and attention, and remittances D.C_L., Pb.D., Q C., Counsel; Robt. E. 
Refer to Davis National Bank, Piedmont, W. Va. ptly made. Depositions sten ly $ &: William A. a, SS Charlea 
Lane's Bottom (Webster)............ Send to Addison taken before before notary in office. Fo ree, . Cahan, L.L.B.) of 
Daéonssubet ««+---3.M. Woods attachments and supplementary proceedings. and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections; 
Maysville* (Grant) .....-.-..-..----~-----+ E. L. Judy Telegraphic orders carefully and promptly at- commercial, marme and admiralty practice; 
Teereteld, W.Va, and A. C. Scherr, manufac. corney. @esetl proction a all courts. Refer arg: (Le 
a ‘ Ce , man ce in all courts 
a cer we a. ences’, Any bank oF wholeaal house in Osh- Sa Ghseley, fo Eeites Banking Co. of 
— my len paciondiee ostmaster scl ontatprotelaie Hume & Ocllerich, 118 Main st Charles W. Lane. Refere to Lunenburg Agency 
8 Lane. 
le’ hall) hd ge” (Colum -E. 8. Baker Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 
‘ ----Geo. i. — ma ieee Sse cee — ola 
occeeeees «« onn . en coe Fraser, enniso: Graham 
Levi eee . Send to Columbus Refer to Bank of ova Scotia. 
ae guia. er a el eee eee Portage)... — Se ot ca k Frat | South Brookaeld® = apa Crofton | y Motooa 
see ond wen & Frost | SOULD Drooaneiad” (Wuecns)....... 
saree (Wood ” Sun Prairie (Dane) .. rt ; Send to (Sunes ay seeees gy nt ha my N. 8. 
“OHNE TGHINSON. Refer to First National FR, (Dem -s25-0++0------ a Sn; eee eg ae 
Balto, & Ohio Southwestern RR. Co., Martin- er to the Bank of Viroqus hey A - 
dale M tile A Bonds Com- | Waterloo (Dane)...........-------- Send to Columbus Refers to Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 
ns man ara ey Law & Col- | Watertown oe pedebeevese ebes = tee ae : . s+ teeeee eens ate hes @ 
Waupaca* ( eaves rving P. Lord Picton) ...........- Ww 
and stenographer in — = Wausau" (M . ~-Ryan Harley & Jones | Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)...... Sandford H. Pelton, &c. 
cage. Weat Superior (Dougias)... ‘ Winsor & Winser Boston Marine . Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
MERRICK : ‘nn. Refer to Parkers = and Exchange Bank of Yarmouth. 
tional, First National and Second Nat'l WYOMING. ehakinee 
vale Ae Rae a Fahoas| ai cg Hr), 8 li 
Petersburg (Grant) .........-+«-- Reynolds & Forman | Uasper’ (Natrona) Fiinaensonce as C. B. Bradley 
ag bien 2 —-. sesse+cecees J. $. SPENCER Chsyeniey’ (Laremio).......... ee BW Mess aterioo) Ww 
erchan ational * 7 SSeS 0 6 F. Maurer “ng 
tear Seek eP crack! NS MORI | Brats (Ones JH, yokes | ganton” {Wentworth Chisholm & 
to “ (Fremont) -...........-.-- aoe i) in! Mint” 
tee ee | A ie Corte | Engen, rte Pie Rie 
4 Ne’ (Tyler) seccccce .L. @ Newcastle* (Weston) SS. FP ry te Ottawa (Carleton) nag 
Wainville (Webster). ...... Send to Aadieon | Rawlins (Carbon)............. Chatterton & Fishback | OSS CR aKen, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris. 
Vee ee. , T. Graham | Rock gs* (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter-Cottrell tore, Solicitors, et. Seoesunn Gniees ene. tes 
fers to and National Bank of Garedo, WwW Va Refers to Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., partmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
Wellsbarg” (Brooke).......... --2---W.M. Werkmam | and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City. Mo. McLUAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL-D. Hale 
Wheeling’ (Ohio) lh ea ainda te cakdite, | Renee, erate eaten o ono -nn=-- E. E. Lonsbeng dane Millar), ly Elgin st. Barristers, solicitors, 
ing corporations under the laws of West Vir- = ae ee r-— ete. References: Bank of a 
Ecnmeril Wagaton aod coleetionn” St Catharines" (Lincoln)............-Gollior & Buresm 
illiamson* (Mingo) ...... honserd & Gee & Goodyk tz —. (York) 
" Refer to Bankeot Williamson. aT P oO RTO R i co 7 CLAnKK. traders Bank yh ialty 2 
SAN JUAN. iT law. Refers to A. 4 
ODLIN & PETTENGILL (A. F. Odlin. N. B. K. Pet Manager Trusts Corp'n Sttealenin Toronto. 
ienibblbbeches =e. — to any bank in Orlando or LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & a BICKMELL, Im erial Bank 
é ‘ Solicitors for a ada. 
* (Langlade) ...... ou . Trev EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bldg, Cor. King & Bay sta, 
~ C (Ontagomie) 2 —_ —%, R “4 AN AD A Barrister, soliciter, notary public, &c. . 
eS DE Bucher Cc ° ne ee” Ea . 8. —— A. 6. Boddy), 
a p<. .-F.R. g st. Barrist rs, icitors, 
Beloit ( Jeweeee -- Theo. D. Woolsey | brook ao “oprene apeeme os a Notaries Public, Comuitechenere for Ontario, 
Boscobel (Gramt)..........-.  «ss0++ William E. Howe | © ( y) Quebec and Manitoba ; Canadian Solicitors for 
Refers to Bank of A. J. Pipkin at ; eee :--:------,-- Sane Saome Poblishers Commercial Union, New York é& 
a > = oe bbe df Sunt eae i, Bes Nelson n (Kootenay). nesn=*""* 2 iv) OR & HANNINGTO er x hey Association, NY. 
Columbus (Columbia).............-.. TORUL DL DUMANT berdeen Block, Baker st, S. S. Taylor, 4. S> Newspaper Union, American News r Pub. 
Commercial law and collections prom premyny stten attended i = a ") a ~— for Imper al _ Asecciation. pepe 
tional Bank anada, , n 5o., &c. Notaries public. 
Denville (eis — oes ae pe fey ene Collections and mining law, and general law | Windsor* (Hesex) .......-.---....-.-+++-- Ellis & Ellis 
gton* Orto ctice. 
Doigerie } ab - IIIT ae de Carter Now Denver ny Jeneeseneennane — te — I myers ov nyred W.L Moore 
ow estminster~ ....hHoway 
a. (Columbia)...........-- Send to Revelatoke (Kootenay) ............ Send to Nelson | Summerside* (Prince).............--..--. John H. bell 
Claire* (Eau Claire). ...TEALL, THOMAS & i TEALL ; “ 
Commercial law and collections. Refer to Bank | Rossland (Kootenay) ..................Send to Nelson QUEBEC. 
of Eau Claire and Chippewa Valley Bank. Sandon (Kootenay).........-... Send to Nelson } panville ( a oe ae oubera, 
Fall ull River (Columbia)............- Send to Columbus | Slocan City (Kootenay)......... -------Send to Nelson TownshipsB’k at aie 
du Lao* (Fond du Lac)......Golman é Parkinson | Trail (Kootenay). seseeeeees-- Send to Nelson REAL” (Montreal) 
Green Bay* (Brown) Vancouver (Vancouver) . “5 - . toe MARTIN HONAN, 12 Place d’armes. Refers to Peo- 
John Ce Hat oth cea a ee ogee. aU ea 
onn or Treen y MANITOBA. erroux ers, Mon enry 
Water Co. Seenden? (Riendie).. _.H. L. Adolph proprietor of St. Lawrence Hall, Mesto 
Janesville* (Rock) Attorney at Law, Solicitor, Notary Pubhe, ete. Quebec” (Quebec Dist.) -....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
FETHERS (0. 1. F JEnPRIS (iE. G.) & MOUAT (M. Rartaey | inchester)....... .....-4. 5. Hallen —_—— 
’ es waukee & 


First National and Merchants 
a Banks. Al) notaries. 


Attorne:s for Portage La Prairie” (PortageLaPrairie) E Anderson 
& Mechanics’ Refers to we Bank of Canada 
Special collec- | Winnipeg (Selkir 


K tion department. oogueawees Machonsla. ‘Supper. Phippen & Tupper 
eyser (Columbia) ............--.- um bus 
Kenosha” (Kenoaha).....WALTER MARSHAL C COWELL EBW SRUNSWICK. 
Kewaunee ‘ {Keweunes) néidutindinel John Watta Fredericton (York) ...............---- Wesley Vanwart 
La Croase* (La Crosse)...... we WOODWARD Moncton (Westmoreland) ....... Harvey * tkinaor 
Lawyer. Refers to Batavian Bank, S. Y. Hyde | St. John* (St. John)............ ... WELDON & McLEAN 
Elevator Co. and La Crosse Soap Co. Solicitors in New Brunswick for The Bank of 
caster (Grant)........ Bushnell, Watkins & Moses Montreal, Canadian Pacific Railway (0., Dominion 
(A. R. Bushnell, R. A. Watkins, H. L. Moses.) Express Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., Alexander 
Lowell (MINING. oc ccccescacceccGaa Bend to Columbus Gibson & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
Madison* I ei de. eee erman Pfund The Shore Line Railway Co.. New Brunswick 
Marinette" (Marinette) ............... Quinlan & Daily Railway Co., &c. 
Refer to First National and Stephenson National Bt. Ste hen (Charlotte) bedeeneencese W. C. H. Grimmer 
Banks of Marinette. he Bank of Nova Scotia. 
Woodstock” (Carlet eetinehe Fisher & A. B. Connell 
MILW A UKEE* (Milwaukee) Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 
CHARLES | H. ey. Onan City Hall. — of Halifax. 
corpora’ aw. ers to First 
Nafioal Bank und Socond Ward Savings Bank NEW FOUNDLAND. 
and any judges of Supreme or local courts. St. Johns (St. Johns)..................Kent & Howley 
PHILLIFS & ANDERSON, Fotersl Bide, Practice NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 
ommercial a 
lections a apoelaany ~ gg tous Batnonton Alberta). ai iediaisveoccnnse: Wao Taylor 
meets wit rompt attention. coooe a aa 
carefully taken. Collections promptly Fnited. Prince Albert (Geakstchewan) .. --James F. — 
References: Oshkosh banks. (Seecard.) § | —°™ B® (Assimibola)...........-.... 
New London (Waupaca).... ......-.Thorn & Holmes NOVA SCOTIA. 
Refers to First National Bank and ae Bank of | Amherst* (Cum Didataneneces 
New — 
Oconto* (Ocento’ 


Morrow 
Refer to Citiecus’ National Bank, G 








cir | Bridgewat ( 
&kK Bridgewater (Lunenburg). 
poon ae’ 8 Wie Chester (Lunenburg) 





MEXICO. 
MEXICO (City of)- 

L. F. J AUSTIN, E, Calle del Gante, Num 9, P. O. 
Box 940 Licensed to practice law in the courta 
of Mexico and United States. Specialties: In 
ternational ~ wk orpertnans business, land, 
patent and _— law, examinations of titles, 
concessions. tions. Kefers to American 
Surety Bank, am Nacional and U. 3. Consul. 


ENCLAND. 
LONDON ( 


Middlesex) 
Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincolns Inn 
& Mores Passage (opp. Law Courts) Carey st. 


FRANCE. 


LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Solicitor. Member 
of the Chamber of Deputies. Avoue pres le 
Fae ay Civil de la } Place > Venseme. 

glish corres lence. Author of Treatise 
upon French Mercantile Law. Stevens & 
Sons, London, Publishers. 


voxonama, YAPAN. 


GEORGE H. SCIOMORE, Counsellor at Law. Gen. 
era] practice. Patents and trade marks. 
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_RELIABLE ATTORNEYS, 
1L > 


er : LEINOIS. | 
JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 


Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Corporation and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bidg, 188 Madison st. 


ANY EVERY 


wares GOLLECTIONS waree 
ven THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘exe 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
aise yaey wets oa PS ROT 
1 Ciatk 8t,, Chicago.” veh 
MISSISSIPPI. 
CAAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 





























NEW YORK. 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
906 Broadway, 





NEW YORK. 





Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip 8. Gadsden.) 
43-47 Broad Street, Charleston, 8. ©. 


PRACTICE IN THE STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Spodeli attenti te Coll ons, Real 
oenn sg ‘Oommoreia and Insar 

ance Law. 


Carolina for Postal Tel 











; Sa : Tide Water Vil Company 0 
; Mutual Life Insurance Com of New York; 
nited States Casualty Co.; Armour & Co., Chicago, Ill. 


Refer to President or Cashier of bank in Charleston; 
National Park Bank of New York; Standard oil 


Of Loulsvilie: Ky, First National Henke Charleston: Dania 
Miller & Co. Battmore or any wel Seown Oellestion 
Agency in the United > 








J. HERBERT SHEDD, A.M., C. £. 
Engineering Expert, 


U all Hydraulic questions, including flow and 
valine of Under, Water, Sewennen, Water 
Works, Land the development and utiliza- 
tion of Water Power, Municipal Problems, eto. En- 

of the noted Providence Water Works and 
ence Sewerage. Court cases thoroughly Pre- 





P. 0. Address, Previdence, R. 1. 


WANTED. 
A Reliable Representative in every County te 


Solicit Subscriptions. Liberal Terms offered 
the Right Parties. Address, 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


(P. O.Box 411.) 29 Murray St., New York. 








THE AM 


aa 
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[ have an associate in evéry foreign country. 
Blank forms for all Countries furnished. 


B. SINGER, 


PATENT ATTORN®Y, 
56 FIFTH AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILL. 











245 Broadway, New York City. 





Telephone: 5889 Cortlandt. 
eeeear E. m9 Pa 
p cultin Expert in Patent Mat 
patents write me. 
references. 








A BOOK FOR ALL NATIONAL BANKS 
AND THEIR ATTORNEYS. 


THE NATIONAL BANK ACT 


AND ITs 


JUDICIAL MEANING, WITH AN APPENDIX, 


Containing Official Instruc'ions and 


Rules Relating to the Formation and 
Management of National Banks, 
United States Bonds, and the 
Issue and Redemption of 


Coins and Currency. 


By ALBERT 8S, BOLLES, 


The work contains nineteen chapters, which treat ot 
the powers of the Comptroller, Organization, Conver 
sion, and Beginning of National Banking Associations, 
their Extension, Powers, Directors, Shareholders, In- 
crease and Reduction of Capital, Duties of Banks as 
Public Depositaries, Regulation concerning their Cir- 
culations, Interest, Criminal offenses, Preferences, 
Dissolution and Receivership, Examination and Re- 
ports, Taxation and other matters. All the cases which 
show the meaning of the National Bank Act arenoticed, 
The work, therefore, is a complete exposition of Na- 
tional Banking Law to date. 


It contains 400 pages. Price, in cloth, 
$3.00; full law sheep, $3.50. 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 


29 Murray Street, 





NEW YORK. 








| WANT LAW CLERKS 


TO ACT AS MY AGENT. ‘ 
IF YOU WILL INFLUENCE YOUR OFFICE TRADE IN 


RIBB TYPE WRITING CARBON PAPERS, | WILL GIVE YOU GOOD COMMISSIONS. SEND FOR ILLUSTRATED 
CATALOGUE AND DISCOUNTS TO AGENTS FROM THESE PRICES. 


Type Writer Ribbons, any color or machine, - - 
Type Writer Carbon Paper, Sx1@ te 8x14, - - 


Guaranteed to give satisfaction. 


50c. ench, $5.00 per dozen. 
- 40c. per dozen. $2.75 per 100 


If not can be returned at my expense. 


HOWARD WHITFIELD, 46 Cortiand St. N.Y. City. Illas'ted Catalogue for the asking. 


ERICAN LAWYER. 

















anadian 
ollections. 


ATTORNEYS desiring to establish 
a connection bringing Canadian Collections 
and general business would do well to place 
their name iu the Legal Directory of Canada 
Law Journal (Established 1855) the organ of 
the Law Society, issued semi-monthly. The 
Journal reaches every lawyer in Canada, 
with very few exceptions. 





For terms and sample copy write 
CANADA LAW JOURNAL COMPANY, 


2 Torente Street, Torente, Canada. 





Che latest work 
on negotiable 
instruments,— 


Randolph 
On Commercial 


‘Paper, 
(Second Edition). 


3 vols. 3,360 pages. 
$.8, net, delivered. 


1899. 


LE 2B 2B 2B 0B 2B 1 2B 2 2 





WEST PUBLISHING CO., St. Paul, Minn. 
C2523 





Note Maturity 
and 
Date Differential 
Tables. 


By Geo. D. Rise. 


The Note-Maturity Tables show, at 4 
glance, the exact day of maturity (the last 
day of grace) of Notes dated any day in the 
year, whether the notes are made payable 
frem five days to one hundred days after 
date, or from one month 1» twelve months 
after date ; giving also the c..anges when the 
Notes are dated, or mature, in Leap-Year. 
Perpetual. 

The Date-Differential Tables show the 
number of days from any date in the year to 
any other date in the year, the result in 
every case including both dates, as is banking 
custom. 


For Banks, Bankers and Business 
Men generally. 











Price, post-paid, $1.00. 


Address: THE AMERICAN BANKER 
P. 0. Box 411, 


29 Murray &t., New York 





